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That Perſon who under Pretext of maintaining the Church”, 
Rights, ſhall impugn the Fuſt Authority of bis Sovereign, may 
be a more Diſloyal Subject in theſe days, when this Authority i; 
by th: Laws vindicated from Foreign Uſurpation , than he 
would hawe been in 1boſe days, when ſuch Uſurpation was to- 
lerated and connived at. 
Mr. Smalridge's Animad. on Church-Govern. P. 31, 
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Sbould have given the World a much earlier 

Account of Mr. Atterbury's Performance, if 
. the Noiſe of a Second Edition, Reviſed 
with great Care and Exactneſs, had not put a ſtop 
to my deſign. T am not ſe fond of Controverſy, as 
to Engage againſt any man's Errors, while there is 
any. likelihood he will correct them himſelf. Every 
one that is a Chriſtian, knows it to be his Duty to 
rectiß his own Miſtakes : and I was ſenſible that 
Mr. Atterbury might make Diſcoveries enough, with | 
the Aſſiſtance of other men's Labours, and his own 
honeft Endeavours, to convince him that he was not 
Infallible. But notwithſtanding all the new Helps 
and Advantages he has had, I find upon Examina- 
tion, that be is defective in a great many things, 
beſides Modeſty: and Good Manners. 


B * Wh 


i The PREFACE. 
Pag. 2. Hie declares in the Dedication and Preface, 


| Ae That upon a careful Review of what he has 


| written, no ſhadow of Doubt remains with 
| ; him, but that it is Truth, and will ſtand; and 
} that he has not, after his utmoſt Searches, found 
| Reaſon to alter his Mind in any One Particu- 
| 1 lar, upon which the Streſs of the Cauſe can in 


| the leaſt be ſuppoſed to lie, or to retract a 
| ſingle Principle that he had advanced on this 
Argument. 
I find Mr. Atterbury little knows what's in the 
| Bull of the Book, or has unfortunately forgot it. 
| I ſhall take the Liberty to remind him, that there is 
| as much as will amount to retracting and altering 
of mind, in ſome of the moſt material Points in 
diſpute. And if he will deny that be has altered bis 
Mind, I am ſure however he muſt grant that this 
Book has contradicted the former. And it were 
to be wiſhed, that if the Author of the Dedication | 
had not compiled the Book, he would at leaſt have 
taken the pains to Reviſe it; that it might not 
ö have been uſher d into the World with jo confident 
| 4 denial of a plain matter of fact, and. ſhelter d 
| too under the Protection of the Tuo Arch- 
biſhops. Re 
But I ſuppoſe Mr. Atterbury. means, that be 
has not alter d his Mind in the main deſign of that 
VV Work; 


The PREFACE. E 
Work; which is, in abuſing and miſrepreſenting 
his Adverſary ; in Stating his Arguments unfair- 
ly, and in Anſwering what he never ſaid. As for 
the Queſtion in debate, Whether it is in. the King's 
Power to permit or forbid the Convocation to fit, 
after they are Called, he is almoſt wholly ſilent? 
For that this Power is lodged ſolely in the King, 
(and upon this the whole Controverſy turns) he has 
not offered one probable Argument , not cited -one 
Authority, uor produced a ſmgle Precedent to diſ- 
rope. | | 
: As for the Power the Convocation has, when 
ſuffered to fit ; bow far it can Extend without a 
Royal Licenſe; whether to Treat or Debate about 
any Matters, he might have produced Dr. Wake's $: pig: 
Authority in favour of his Opinion, with greater 5.5 
Reaſon than any of the Authors he has cited. I am 
very confident the Doctor has allowed the Convo- 
cation more Privilege that way, than he could war- 
rant by any Authority, or by any Precedent ; unleſs 
it was one or two of the Convocations of Edw. VI. 
which had no Licenſe ; and yet made Petitions, and 
treated about ſome Matters, but came not to any Reſo- 
lution much farther than to Petition. For the firſt Con- chars. 
vocation (as Mr. Fuller ſays of another in the ſame b. 448. 
King's Reign) had no Commiſſion from the 
King co meddle with Church-buſineſs ; and 
| B 2 no 


The PREFACE. * 
no Convocation can hear Complaints in Reli- 3 
'F gion, nor ſpeak in Redreſs thereof, till a Com- F 
f miſſion be granted unto it from Regal Autho- I 
rity. Dr. Wake indeed has gone farther than q 
any Author (except the Writer to a Convocation- b 


Man) before him; and does no-where deny that 


. 

! Liberty of Debating and Petitioning ta the Con- 
h vocation when ſuffer dito fit ; and therefore Mr. At- 
k terbury acts very unfairly in paſſing by the Doctor's 
| Authority , eſpecially when he could find no body 
| before on his ſide. 


Mr. Atterbury indeed goes farther than the 
Doctor, and aſſerts, That the Convocation may 
attempt to make Canons without a Licenſe. 
But the Doctor Limits their Power within the Act 
of Parliament, and denies, That tho' the King 
ſhould not forbid the Convocation to ſit, that 
they can proceed thus far without the Royal Li- 
cenle. 

But it is very Obſervable, that tho Mr. A. every= 
where delivers his Opinions with an aſſuming and 
deciſive Air, yet he has not produced one Precedent 
to confirm them : He has not once made it appear, 
that ever a Convocation ſince the 25th H. VIII. 3 
acted Synodically, or ever attemp:ed to make A 
Canons without a Licenſe. Nor has be one ſmgle 1 


Author on his ſide, that ever maintained, that they 
| - had 
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The PRE FACE, 

had a Right by our Conſtitution ſo to Act. All bis: 
Proofs are Negatives; And all his Arguments of 
that lind are built upon others being ſilent in the 
matter. | = 

But what the Convocation can do, or not do; 
when met, without- the King's Licenſe, is but little 
to the purpoſe, if the King ſhould prevent their 
futing at all. And to this Iſſue the Matter is now- 
brought; Whether the King has by Law a. Pow- 
er over the Convocation, ta hinder their ſitting ; 
or whether the Convocation has a Right by Our 
Conſtitution to fit, and attend the Parliament 
during their Seſſion, and the King no Legal Au- 
thority to prevent their Attendance ? .. 

Now if the Convocation have ſuch a Right, 
it muſt be built either upon Law, or Cuſtom. 
That they have the former on their ſide, has never 


yet been claimed. And the other is ſo far from 


pleading for them, that there are innumerable Pre- 
cedents againſt it. There are Inſtances ſufficient 
f Convocations being Prorogued by the King, 
while the Parliament ſat 5 but not one Inſtance of 
the King's Right to hinder their ſitting, being ever 
diſputed. If the Convocation bad that Right, 


no doubt but we ſhould have heard before now 
of their putting in their Claim to it; eſpecially 
when. our Kings have taken the Liberty to let them 
Sit, 


* 


I — — — 
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The PREFACE: 
Sit, or Prorogue them at pleaſure. Is His Pre- 
ſent Majeſty's Prerogative limited more than His 
Predeceſſors? Has not he the ſame Power over 
the Convocations, which the Late King, and 
all his Predeceſſors exerciſed de Facto; and 
. which our moſt eminent Reformers, and our mo 
Learned Men , in the 'Two laſt Reigns eſpecially, 
challenged de Jure to belong to them ? Or have the 
Clergy larger Privileges ſince the late Revoluti- 
| on, new Rules to go by, or new Law to plead for 
| them? Tf not, whence comes this aſſerting of a 
Right, which was never challenged before, ſince 
the Reformation? If the Neceſſities of the Church 

| require it, the Convocation have a Right to ſit ; 
1 and Dr. Wake maintains the ſame thing; the 
l King is obliged to let them fit ; but yet he is not 

| bound to it by the Law of the Land, though he 


| certainly is in Conſcience : and he violates that 
| Truſt which is depoſited in bis Hands, if he denies 
| them that Liberty. 


Zut if he thinks it more proper to prevent their 
Sitting, and that there is no ſuch neceſſity for a 
Convocation, he has a Power Lodged in bim by 
the Law of the Land, to prevent it ; and the 
Clergy have no Right by our Conſtitution to di- 

rute his Authority. They have many times con- 
tended for it; and for the Equity of our Laws in 
placing 
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placing it there: But Mr. Atterbury is the firſt 
of the Order, that ever pretended Law againſt it. 


Whether be is likely to meet with ſuch ſucceſs, as to 
encourage more of them to go out of their way to 
follow him, the proper Interpreters of the Law can 
beſt determine. 


He tells their Graces in His Dedication, Pag. 2. 


That it has pleaſed the Divine Goodnels to 
bleſs his Endeavours with a very favourable 
Reception; not only among the Reverend 
his Brethren of the Clergy, and ſeveral of 
the Right Reverend Fathers of the Church, 
their Graces Suffragans; but among many 
other Good and Wiſe Men alſo, who are not 
of the Function. Granting it be ſo, he may be 
never the more in the Right for all this. We ſaw 


another Book not very long ago, very much obtain Againſt 
in theWorld ; it had a great Run, and met with a Dr. Gut- 
very favourable Reception; and yet the Cauſe it 


eſpouſed , was never the more believed to be juſt 
upon that account. Books may be bought and 
read for Diverſion, and not for the weight of their 


Arguments. A lucky turn of Words and Thoughts, 


and a Talent at expreſſing Malice and Envy  ſuc- 
ceſsfully; may give vent to a Boo, and advance 
the Bookſellers Gains very conſiderably, though 
it may prove, upon Examination, to have not one 


jot of Truth in it. But 


The PREFACE. 
But who are theſe Great and Wiſe Men that 
1 Eſpouſe his Cauſe ſo heartily * He has indeed in- 
bf The Bi- formed us of one Right Reverend Father, that 
10 e. Su appears on his ſide; and if there had been more of 
their Lordſhips, as well affected, no doubt we 
ſhould have heard of them. He can be liberal 
enough of his Encomiums upon Good Occaſions. 
And indeed it may appear, that they are not thrown 
away, - ſome time or other. 47 4 
I wonder he has mentioned none of My Lords 3 
the Judges for his Advocates, for then his Cauſe 4 
muſt have ſtood againſt all Oppoſition. The Lord 
Chief Juſtice Treby might poſſibly have been de- 
clared of that Perſuaſion, becauſe he can't anſwer 
for himſelf, had not that Great Lawyer deliver- 
ed himſelf very publickly againſt it. What Senti- 
ments the reſt of their Lordſhips entertain of it, 
tis to be hoped a little time will ſhew. We onght 
unanimouſly to deſire that they may be called upon to 
give their Opinions, that ſo the Clergy may be 
no longer divided in theirs. It is a Matter of 
Law, and the Rights and.Privileges of the Cler- 
gy are ſtated there; and their Lordſhips are the 
only proper perſons to determine what Power the 
Laws of the Land bave inveſted them with. 
For an Eminent Lawyer (that Mr. A. has cited 
upon another Occaſion, not at all to his purpoſe ) 
. | has 


The PREFACE. 


IX 


has aſſured us, That from the beginning of 5 Bag. 
Magna Charta to the End, all the Statutes and 5% T7, 
Laws concerning the Clergy, are Expounded % Read. 
by the Judges: and that to prove, That the“ 42. 


Judges of the Common Law have this Power, 
is to prove a Principle. We are alſo, upon other 
accounts, obliged to ſtand by their Deciſions. 
They have upon all Occaſions ſhewn their Affection 
to Our Church; and we have no reaſon to fear, 
that they will go againſt the Truth, to paſs Judg- 
ment to the Prejudice of the Clergy. 

I can't tell what Conjectures to make about the 
reſt of his Friends: I hope he won t venture to tell 
the World, that the Univerſity be was a Member 
of, or even his own College are of his fide. But 
if be ſhould have the Confidence to ſay ſo, I ſhall 
beg leave to Reply, That he can never perſuade 
thoſe to believe him, that have read 


| Fee Animad th 
the Animadverſions and Refle- 9g Theſes, ragged ade; 


Ctions upon Church- Govern- entit led, Church-Govern- 


ment, Publiſh d in the late Reign 3 3 
of K. James, by a Learned Mem- fe#ims en the Hiſtorical 


X TY" | : ; 
ber of that Society, with the Li- Fer of Church Govern- 


cenſe of the then Vice-Chancel- 

lor; and I think I may add, with tre 1687. 

the Applauſe of the whole Univerſity, that wiſh'd 

well to the Proteſtant Intereſt, Men will believe 
2 their 


ment; 60:5 by Mr. Smal- 
ridge. Printed at the Thea- 


* The PREFACE. 


their Senſes, and the World is grown more wiſe and 
inquiſitive, than to be led implicitly into any Perſua- 
ſion. And therefore it won't be thought ſo much as 
probable, that they who ſided with that Author, 
that believed his Caule and Arguments to be juſt 

in the laſt Reign, can ever condemn Dr. Wake in 

This. For that Judicious Author carries the 

King's Supremacy as far, and aſſerts his Power = 
over our Convocations as ⁊ealouſiy as the Doctor A 
has lately done. And I ſhall have ſome Occaſion 
of ſhewing it in the following Papers. 

Pag. 4 Mr. Atterbury tells their Graces, He has ven- 
tured upon His Addreſs to them the more free- 
ly, becauſe Dr. Wake, he finds, has preſumed 
to take the ſame Liberty with leſs Reaſon, and 2 
prefix d one of their Venerable Names to a 
Book, that as he verily apprehends, ſubverts 
the Fundamental Rights and Liberties of the 
Church and Clergy of England. 

Tf it be fo, that Venerable Name ought to 
ſtaud no longer there: It ſhould not be ſuffered 
to remain upon Record as a Teſtimony to Future 
Ages, of His Grace's ſeemaiy Approbation. Aud 
that the Principles upon which the Doctor goes, 

Dr. 3. are, as He declares, in His Grace s Judgment (af- 

Vedicat. . e had peruſed them ) ſuch as have nothing 
in them, that is either contrary to the Doctrines 
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- . The PREFACE. 
of the Church of England, or otherwiſe injuri- 
ous to the Rights and Liberties of ir. 

But what if Dr. Wake ſhould appear after all 
to have been in the Right ; and that Mr. Acter- 
bury, upon Examination, has neither Law nor Rea- 
ſon, neither Authority nor Chriſtianity to ſupport his 
Cauſe? Why then the matter in diſpute is juſt where 
it was, and as it has been for above this Hundred 
Years. And the Clergy enjoy the ſame Privileges, 


which they willingly have acquieſced in ever ſince 


the beginning of Queen Elizabeth. Only a heap 


of ſcandalous and dirty Language, quietly ſuffered 


to be thrown upon ſome Men , who not very long 


ago were thought Eminent for their Services to the 


Church and Clergy, remains unremoved, and, as it 
were, conveyed down to Poſterity, under the colour 
of being protected by great Names. 

But Dr. Wake, he ſays, had leſs Reaſon ; and 
why did he not add, fewer Authorities too * But 
Dr. Wake had not only the Authorities , but the 
Reaſons too of the beſt Writers of Our Church, ever 


fince the Reformation, to confirm the Truth of 


what he had Addreſs d to the Archbiſhop; To ſhew 
that neither his Allegations, nor his Doctrines were 
Novel, but exacth Conſonant to the Principles and 
Perſuaſions of the Greateſt Men that have been 


amongſt us. Now this Author comes, and very 
91 modeſtly 


x1 
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The PREFACE. 
modeſtly aſſures both Metropolitans, That the 
Doctor /ubverts our Fundamental Rights and 


Liberties, without ſo much as attempting to diſco- 
ver, wherein the Doctor has varied from the Autho- 


rities be has cited; or what new Tenets he has ad- 


vanced, which Our Church did not acknowledge be- 
fore him. It is to be hoped, that Their Graces 
will oblige this Gentleman to make appear, that 
the Doctor has introduced a Doctrine which Our 
Church has all along diſowned; or elſe publickly to 
confeſs, that his own Book is entirely diſagreeable 
to the Principles which the Men of Higheſt Stations 


and Characters in Our Church have all along aſſert- 


ed and maintained. Truth indeed is to be aſſented 


to, when ever it is found, and it is not the leſs ſo 
for having a Number againſt it. But too much 
inſulting upon new Diſcoveries, makes them look. a 
little ſuſpicious. And we ought to be very throughly 
convinced that Mr. A. directs us Right, before we 


pronounce that we have been hitherto miſled by ob- 


ſcure, blind Guides. If Our Convocation has 


ſuch Rights and Powers, as Mr. A. contends for, 
let us, upon Conviction, join with him, in God's 
Name, in claiming and defending them to the ut- 
moſt. But whatever its real Privileges are, if 
Mr. A. can produce any one of the Reformers, be- 


fore this Reign, that is of Opinion, that the Con- 


vocation 
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vocation has a Right by our Conſtitution to fit, 
tho the King ſhould deny them that Liberty, T will 
ſubmit to any Cenſure that their Graces, or the 
Convocation ſhall be pleaſed to inflict. And if 
the King won't grant them the Liberty of ſitting, 
what does it fignify, to ſhew that they have no 
need of a Licenſe to empower them to Act? If ; 
he gives them Power to ſit, to be ſure he will grant 
them a Commiſſion to do buſineſs, if it is neceſſa- 
ry they ſhould have one. But to maintain that they 
have a Power to Act without one, when there is 
a Power that can hinder their ſitting at all, ſeems 
to be contending for a Trifle , which if it was 
gained, could do us no ſervice. If it appears that 
the Convocation is as Fundamental a part of our 
Conſtitution as the Parliament; that it has the 
ſame Right to ſit, and do Buſmeſs; and the King 
has no more Power to deny the Convocation the 
Privilege of Sitting in time of Parliament, than 
to Prorogue one of the Houſes, while the other con- 
tinues ſitting ; let us place our Rights upon that 
Foot. But then it will be neceſſary to conſider 
whether the Convocation is not under greater Re- 
s AFfraints by Law than the Parliament is? And 
3* whether their own Acts have not granted the King 
1 larger Powers over tbem, than ever he was allowed 


to: have over our Parliaments ? And if his Supre- 
macy 
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The PREFACE. 


macy extends farther in relation to the Church 
than the State, the Caſe can't be parallel. And to 
claim the ſame Privileges to belong to Convoca- 
tion, which belong to Parliament, cannot be for 
its Advantage, becauſe they are not its due. And 
to graſp at too great a Power, is often a means to 
make it much leſs. | : 

There is yet a Paſſage or two very obſervable in 
his New Preface. I do here ( ſaysbe ) before- 
hand warn the Reader not to be dazzled with 
any future Performance of this kind ( whe- 
ther from his, meaning Dr. Wake, or any 
other Hand) that ſhall endeavour to recom- 
mend it ſelf, c. And if he will but ſuſpend 
his Opinion of ſuch a Piece till he hears what 
[ have to ſay to it, I will endeavour not to 
let him continue long under his Suſpenſe. For 
I think I know what Colours can well be put 
on the Wrong Side of the Queſtion, and am 
prepared to take them off again as ſoon as 
they are laid on. This indeed is a very modeſt 


Requeſt, and could be no body's but My. Atterbu- 


2 


Ty's. This is ſo very like the inſulting Dr. By 


not long ago, upon another occaſion, that I cant 
but fancy the Event will prove the ſame now as then. 
There were mighty Brags given out of taking off 
Falſe Colours, and removing Falſe Gloſſes; and 

| the 
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the World was ſo much impoſed upon, as really to 

expect a Performance equal to the Noiſe that was . 
made about it. And how much longer we muſt ex- | 
pect, Mr. A.'s Collections can probably beſt inform 

ns. 1 am afraid it is a little Low with him, that 

his Stock of Materials is almoſt ſpent, and, which 

is ſtrange, he grows ſomething conſcious of his an 

Weakneſs, that he boaſts fo loudly of his Strength. 

This is a common practice with ſome fort of Men; 

and it is natural enough for Emptinefs and Noiſe to 

go together. 

' However, tis probable enough that Mr. A. 

may be made to take off the Colours that are 

laid on the Wrong Side: And when Dr. Wake 

publiſhes his Anſwer, as I dare be confident he will, 

TI doubt it will appear that they are laid on very 

thick. 

Mr. A. is certain that there are a great many p. 35. 
Hands working under Dr. V. and buſily em- 
ployed in ſupplying him with Materials. I 
hope his Intelligence is right; the more Enquirers 
there are into Truths of this nature, ſo much the 
better. But if they communicate their Searches to- 

Dr. W. tis a fhrewd ſign Mr. A. is in the wrong. 
if they are Men of Judgment and Inteerity, they 
would never furniſh Materials to oppoſe the Truth, 
if they were convinced Mr. A. had found it. If 

they 
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they were ſure upon their ſtrict Enquiries, that 
Mr. A. had truly and juſtly defended the Legal 
Rights and Privileges of the Church, they could 
not with a Renee go upon any deſign that 
ſhould tend to ſuppreſs or undermine them. It 
gives indeed great advantage to our Enemies, to 
aim at a Power which is none of ours: And when 
we are diſputing as we imagine for the Rights of 
our Church, to treat others that differ from us with 
Inſolence and Contempt, and after ſuch a manner 
as no Religion will allow of, we ſin k more the Ho- 
nour of our Church, than we can ſerve it by de- 
fending its Conſtitution by the ſtrongeſt and moſt 
powerful Arguments. The ſad Effects of the one 
we feel already; and the other, inſtead of raiſing 
our Privileges, will, J am afraid, ſink, them lower. 

Zut that they ſhould be called Engines, that 
are play'd by the Enemies of Religion who 
ſtand behind the Curtain , that are for aſſerting 
our Privileges as our Law has confirmed and eſta- 
bliſhed them; that can't upon ſtrict and ſerious 
Examination find that we have ſuch a Power as 
' Mr. A. contends for, is a kind of Treatment nei- 
ther Fair nor Chriſtian. 

It is indeed a little amazing, that a Man ſhould 
fall ſo foul upon others, as Betrayers of the Rights 
and Liberties of the Church , and pretend to 

decide 


The PREFACE. 
decide peremptorily in ſuch a Diſpute, before he 
bad conſulted the Regiſters of the Archbiſhops, 


and ſeveral other Sees, where there are a great 
Number of Materials, (as tis certain he had not 
when the Firſt Edition came abroad, tho there ne- 
ver was any Oppoſition to ſuch Enquiries ) ; parti- 
cularly, that he ſhould neglect his Searches at the 
Rolls, which his conſtant Preaching there can 
hardly apologize for. The want of Leiſure upon 
that account may probably excuſe a little, bit it can 
never ſatisfy for his writing dogmaticalh, in Mat- 
ters where he was ſo very much unacquainted. And 
to make uſe of Borrowed Collections only, looks 


like the office of Little Writers, as be is pleas d 


very often to ſtile his Adverſaries. 
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Towards the Concluſion of bis Preface, W. A. P. 44. 


has this Extraordinary Paſſage : I am not igno- 
rant what Menaces have been given out, nor 
what Meaſures have been actually taken, to- 
wards cruſhing Me and this Work, Lane do 
not find my Refolurinas in the leaſt {ſhaken 
on this account. Tis well for him be has fo much 


Courage: But I ſhall venture to tell him, That if 


this is ; Falſe, as I dare engage it to be, tis a Scan- 
dalous and Seditious Reflection: And if be can't 


prove it to be true, he ought to be made ſenſible 


that be is no better than a Libeller aud Aſperſer 
of thoſe in Power. D Zut 
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But Imuſt not forget to conſider the One Change 
| only, he tells us, my Lord of S. s Reflections have 
| p. 43. produced: That whereas before, I ſent theſe Pa- 
pers abroad without a Name, I have now 
yielded to his Lordſhip's Reproots, ſo far as 
to act more freely and openly; the rather, be- 
cauſe his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to impute 
that part of my Management, to a Principle 
of notengaging paſt Retreat, and to a Proſpect 
of being taken off, as his Lordſhip is pleaſed 
| to expreſs himſelf, Had any Perſon of lower 
Rank than his Lordſhip ſaid this, I ſhould 
have taken the Liberty to reply, That ſuch 
Motives could not have occurred ſo readily, 
but where they had been of Familiar Uſe and 
Application. 

But is it impoſſible they might have occurred to 
Mr. A.? He cant but remember that he formerly 
made his Applications more than once to that Bi- 
ſhop. I mention this the more freely, becauſe my 
Lord of S. has ſpoke of it often and publickly 
enough. One of his Requeſts was, That his Lord- 
ſhip would uſe his Intereſt to promote him into the 
. Family of a Noble Lord: The preſent Biſhop of 
| Chicheſter is a Witneſs to this. The Biſhop: of S. 
uſed his Endeavours in his Behalf , but That 
Lord was unfortunately pre-engaged , or elſe 

tis 
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tis not improbable. that Mr. A. might have been 
happily Advanced, according to his deſire, in an 
Honourable Family. ; | 
I ſhall omit the Requeſts Mr. A. made to the Biſhop 
while Her late Bleſſed Majeſty, and Archbiſhop 
Tillotſon, were living; and how much he was pre- 
vailed with, to recommend him to their Care. I am 
not ſatisfied but Mr. A. will find Evaſions to deny all 
this, now thoſe Evidences againſt him are in Heaven; 
but His preſent Grace of Canterbury is a living 
Evidence of the Service the Biſhop endeavour d to do 
him, upon his ſending for him out of the Houle of 
Lords, to deſire his Favour, and that he would uſe 
his Intereſt with his Grace for him, and how hearty 
and ſincere he was, at that very Inſtant, in his behalf. 
One of the Prebends Mr. A. had then fix'd his Eye 
upon, would probably have detain'd him from ſearch- 
ing Records. And a Dignity in the Church of Weſt- 
minſter would, in all likelihood, have prevented his 
Croſſing the Water to the Regiſters at Lambeth. 
But theſe are ungrateful Truths ; and they had 
not been made Publick, had not Mr. A. given it out, 
that he had never asd any Favours of the B. of S.; 
aud had be not ſþoke ſo ſlightingly and contemptibly, 
in his Book, of the Obligations bis Lordſhip had 
laid upon him. But whatever the Obligations were, 
1 may venture to ſay, His Lordſhip never deſign d 
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them for a Bribe to him, to prevent His attacking the 
Hiſtory of the Reformation. It is very well known 
that His Lordſhip has made very Grateful Acknow- 
ledgments to thoſe who have, in a civil way, given 
him accounts of any Miſtakes they found in thatWork. 
And 1 dare promiſe, that even thoſe ſlips which ſome 
have endeavour d to find there, rather out of ſþite 
than kindneſs ; if they can't be Vindicated, will here- 
after be Reftified. I am very certain Mr. A. has fallen 
foul upon it very unjuſtly in ſeveral places of his 
Bool; which J ſhall ſhew as they lie in my way. 
And when Mr. A. makes good his Promiſe he has 
made the Reader, to ſhew him his Reaſons why he 
has not altered any thing, upon his Lordſhip's Re- 
flections; and has produced the reſt of his Obſer- 
vations on His Hiſtory, they will then either be 
given up, or truly accounted for. 

Mr. A. takes all Opportunities of leſſening that 
Work upon every ſlight Occaſion; and inſults upon 
every Diſcovery, even of a falſe Date, or the leaſt 
miſtake of Time. But whatever the Faults of that 
Great Work may be, I will engage to ſhew a groſſer 
Error in Mr. Atterbury's little one, than all of 
thoſe put together, which he has even pretended to diſ- 
cover in it. And the Reader ſhall not go far in theſe 
Papers, before J will give him full ſatisfa&ion in 


this matter. 


My. At- 


— 


Mr. ArręR Buß Y“ s Arguments for 
the Rights, Powers and Privileges of 
an Engliſh Convocation, Conſider d. 


T 


1. The Convocations Right of Meeting and Sit- Mr. 4. 
ring as often as a New Parliament meets and P 2 
Its. | 
2. Its Right of Treating and Deliberating ; and 
how far that Extends, without- obtaining a 
Royal Licenſe to qualify them for ſuch Acts 
and Debates. 5 


HE Diſpute between Dr. Wake and Mr. Atter- 
bury, concerning the Rights of an Engliſh Con- 
vocation, conſiſts. chiefly of theſe TWO Parts: 


Dr. Wake's Opinion is, That although there is a 
Conyocation called when ever there is a New Parlia- O e z. 
ment, yet it depends ſolely on the King's Will and 
Pleaſure, whether they ſhall ſit or no. That it is in 
His Majeſty's Power to Prorogue the Conyocation, or 
hinder its going upon Buſineſs, tho' the Parliamene 
ſhould continue Sitting ; which ir could not be, if 
the Conyocation had an Inherent Right, not only to 

be ſummoned, bur. to fit too, during the Seſſions of 


Parliament. 
; Mc . A 7 ba 
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Dr. W. s Opinion, and Mr. A.'s Compared. 
Mr. Atterbury on the other ſide maintains, That the 
Convocation is ſuch an Eſſential part of Our Con- 
ſtitution, that it ought perpetually to attend the 
Parliament; that it has a Right not only to be called, 
but to be held; and that the King can no more by 
Law forbid the Convocation to fit, than he can Pro- 
rogue One Houle of Parliament, and let the Other 
continue ſitting. 
Dr. Wake however affirms, That he the Govern- 


ment has intruſted the King, with this Power of giving the 
Convocation leave to fit and act, when he pleaſes; and 


when he pleaſes, to deny them to do either: Tet, when- 
ever the King, is in his own Conſcience convinced, that for 
the Convocation to fit aud aft, would be for the Glory of 
God, the Benefit of the Church , or otherwiſe for the 
Publick Good and Welfare of his Realms ; he is obliged 
both by the Law of Reaſon as a Man; by his Duty to God 
as a Chriſtian ; and by his Duty to his People, as a Ruler 


ſet over them for their Good; to permit, or rather to 


command his Clergy to meet in Convocation, and tranſact 
what is fit for any or all theſe Ends, to be done by them. 

As on the other hand; Whenſoever he is clearly and 
evidently convinced, that for them thus to come toge- 
ther, would be needleſs or hurtful to theſe Ends ; it is 
then his Duty to reſtrain them from fitting ; and that 
tho' he ſhould be never ſo importunately defired by ſome, 
that they may fit ; or rail d at by others, for not allow- 
ing them ſo to do. 

Mr. A. in oppoſition to this, aſſerts, That tho 


there ſhould be no Buſineſs for the Convocation to 


do; That tho neither their Conſent or Advice may 
be neceſſary; yet they have a Right to attend du- 
ring the ſitting of the Parliament, and the Parlia- 
ment have a Right to their Attendance. That they 

Nh ard mw arc 
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Mr.A.ſ; ays Conv. has the ſame Right to fit as Parl. 3 


are bound to wait as long as the Parliament laſts; 
and that neither the King or the Archbiſhop have 
any Power to relieye them. And if for want of other 
Buſineſs they ſhould run into Heats and Diviſions 
among themſelves, yet that the King has no Power 
by Law to put a ſtop to them by Prorogations, un- 
leſs he prorogues the Parliament too; tho the Buſi- 
neſs the latter be then upon ſhould be of the great- 
eſt Moment and Concern to the Nation. This is 
plainly Mr. A. s Opinion, and theſe the Conſequen- 
ces of it ; which howeyer pernicious they may be, 
yet can they never take away a juſt Right. For if 
the Law has inveſted the Conyocation with ſuch a 
Power, it is not the Abuſe of it that muſt forfeit it. 
And whatever Prudential Reaſons the King may have 
to deny the Conyocation leave to fit, yet if they 
have a Legal Right, he acts Arbitrarily and againſt 


q Law, if while the Parliament is ſitting, he does nor 
: rant them that Privilege. 
Z This is the State of the Firſt Part of the Contro- 


verſy between Dr. V. and Mr. Atterbury. They 
both allow that the Mits to call a Conyocation are 
always iſſued out at the ſame time that a New Par- 
liament is called. The difference between them is 
about the ſtated Times of their ſitting. . The one 
aſſerts the Time of their ſitting to be 2 7. e. 
never to be neceſſary by our Law, but when the 


King is convinced there is real Buſineſs for them to 
be employed about. The other maintains, That 
there are ſtated Times for their ſitting, which are, 
whenever a Parliament ſits: And that whether the 
Government has any thing to propoſe to them or 
no, they have a Right to continue ſitting while the 
Parliament does ſo: And that our Conſtitution has 


noc 


not put it in the Power of the Prince to hinder 


Cuſtom all along againſt Mr. A. 


them. | . | 
Whether the Clergy have an indiſputed Right to 


be ſummoned to meet in Convocation as often as a 


New Parliament is called, I ſhall nor decide. It has 
been the Cuſtom for about this Two hundred Years, 
for Writs to be iſſued out for calling them Both at the 
{ame time. But before that, the Times of their meeting 
were not always the ſame, and there was often a very 
conſiderable diſtance between them. And how far 
Cuſtom in theſe Caſes is called Immemorial, and 
obtains the Force of a Law, is not my buſineſs to 
enquire. It is enough to my purpoſe, if I can make 
ir appear, That whatever Cuſtom there may be for 
the Clergy's being called to Convocation, there is 
not the tame Right for their ſitting and ating. 
And that there is not the ſame Right for their 
ſitting, is plain, becauſe Cuſtom is againſt it. Mr. 4. 
has produced no other Proof beſides Caſtom, to ſhew 
that a Convocation ought to be called whenever 
there is a New Parliament ; and Cuſtom is as much 
againſt him in the one, as it can be for him in the 
other. The King, or the Metropolitan, having al- 
ways kept up the Cuſtom of Proroguing the Con- 
vocation at pleaſure ; and thcir Right to do it ha- 
ving never been diſputed by the Clergy , makes it 
clear that they had a Juſt Right ſo to do: Since it 
is a known Maxim, That the Cuſtom (even) of Par- 
tiament, is the Law of Parliament. And *tis not to 
be ſuppoſed that the Clergy would have ſubmitred to 
have their Sittings oyer-ruled and prevented by Roy- 
al Authority, without putting in their Claim at 
leaſt to their Legal Privilege, if they had any Law to 
plead for it. So that their not challenging ſuch a 


Right, 


He contradifts his own Notions. 


Right, when not ſuffered to fir, as many times they 


have been denied, is a plain Argument that they 
had it not. 


Mr. A. has made a Shew of Reading upon this Head, 


but has not produced one Inſtance to prove that the 


ing was ever denied, ſince theReformation,thatPower 
of Proroguing the Convocation while the Parliament 
continued ſitting; or that when he exerciſed his Au- 
thority in denying them to Sit and Act, the Legali- 


ty of as ever diſputed. And therefore, ſince he 


has neirher Law, Cuſtom, or Authorities on his ſide, 
I ſhall venture to tell him, that his Aſſertion is ill- 
grounded, That the Convocation have a Right to attend, 
and the Parliament a Right to their [ene whether 
it be the King's Pleaſure they ſhould attend or no. 


But beſides, Mr. Atterbury's own Accounts of this 


matter ſeem to argue againſt the Conyocation's Right 
to ſir, while the Parliament does. For he ſhews dif- 
ferent Changes in the Manner of the Clergy's meet- 
ing : Sometimes as part of the Parliament, and 
doing Buſineſs with them, treating about Civil Af- 
fairs, and making their own Grants: Afterwards he 
ſhews an Alteration in this Matter, That they met 
only by themſelves, tho for the moſt part, at the 
ſame Time that the Parliament did, in Two Provin- 
cial Synods. 

Now here appears very different Reaſons of the 
Clergy's Meetings, and a great Alteration in the Na- 
ture of them: In the firſt caſe,* their ſitting all the 
time that the Parliament did, was neceſſary, becauſe 
indeed they were a part of the Parliament ; bur in 


the latter, they were Independent, and to act by 
themſelves. 


E. Now 


C. 2. 
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all the Right the Clerg 


The Ancient Priv. of the Clergy. no Are: 

Now then this Queſtion will naturally ariſe, Whe- 
ther ſince that Privilege ceaſed, and the Clergy 
ſat no longer as part of the Parliament, but 
have acted Provincially by «themſelves , they 
have always far and ated in their Conyocations, 
all the time that the Parliament was doing Buſineſs > 
And whether their Meetings have not been deferred, 
and their debating; forbid by the King's Authority? 
And altho he always ſummons them when he calls 


a New Parliament, that they may be ready to be 


conſulted with upon occaſion, yet, Whether as Su- 
greme Head of the Church he is not inveſted with 
the Power of letting them meet and act, or not, if he 
pleaſes; and whether he has not often exerciſed it: 

And that he has been allowed to have this Power 
ever ſinee the Reformation ; that it of Right belongs 
to him, and that he has often exerciſed it, without 
any Oppoſition; is what we contend for, and 
Mr. Atterburys Accounts do no where diſprove. 

If Mr. A. can reduce things to their Ancient 
State, can reſtore the Clergy to their Places in Par- 
liament, and bring matters to ſuch a paſs, that the 
Glergy ſhall be obliged by no Temporal Laws, and 
be never Taxed, but by their own joint Conſent in 
Parliament ;. then no body will deny his Arguments 
to conclude very ſtrongly for the Neceſſity of the 
Elergy's ſitting all the time that the Parliament fits. 
For upon this Ancient Privilege he ſeems to found 

y have to meet and act with 
every New Parliament. re 
But the Clergy, when in an Eccleſiaſtical Synod, are 
upon a different Bottom; they are not to intermeddle 
in any Parliamentary Buſineſs; and therefore are whol- 
ly Independent on the Parliament: And their meet- 


ing 


The R. has ſame Power over Con. as Chr. Enib. 7 
ing and acting does not depend on rhe Parliament's 
meeting and acting, but on the King's Will and 
Pleaſure. 7 e „ 
But here we challenge no other Power to our Princes, Muss A- 
_ than was exerciſed by Chriſtian Emperors ; that is, to nimadver. 
call Synods, and to have .a Liberty of confirming or not . 
confirming their Decrees by Civil Sanctions. And where 
Juch. Rights are claimed by the. Sovereign, and actually Ib p. 9. 
exerciſed, there it becomes not the Modeſty of a private 
Suliject to be ſo open and liberal in condemning them. 
And that our Kings have this Power over our Cin. . 
Convocations, is evident from our Canons and Ar- 1663 
ticles, which declare them to have the ſame Aurbo- * 

rity in Cauſes Eccleſfiaſtical, that the Chriſtian Empe- | 

 rors in the Church had Or, as Dr. V. had affirmed, p. 15. 

By our Conſtitution the King of England has all that 89. 
Power at this day over our Convocation, that ever any 
Chriſtian Prince. had over his Synod. Mr. A. upon xc. 4 p. 
this asks this Queſtion, Whether the King and the 2:3. 
Three Eftates of the Realm together haue not more Power 
in Church Matters, and over Church Synods, than the 
King alone? If ſo, then caunot the King alone have all 
that Power which ever any Chriſtian Prince had. | 

Iwill anſwer this in Mr. Sm. ges words: His RAe p. 
Notion of the Parliament's Co- ordinacy with the King in 22. 
the Supremacy, I leave to the Cenſure.of the Learned in 
the Law; this Att, I am ſure, whence he infers it, poſi- 25. 1 B. 
tively aſſerts the King to be Supreme. And certainly F. **. 
as in the foregoing Page) the King was not deluded 
with the Complement of an empty Title. © 
And if Mr. Smalridge will defend the Act againſt 

him, the Canon ſeems pretty able to defend its 
ſelf againſt the Gloſſes he puts upon it. For it is 

plainly enough expreſs'd there, That whoſoever ſhall 


2 here- 


o 
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M-.Smalridge and the Canon both againſt Mr. A. 


hereafter affirm, That the m Majeſty hath not the 

ſame Authority in Cauſes Ecclefraſtical, that the Godly 
Kings had among the Jews, and Chriſtian Emperors in 
the Primitive Church, or impeach in any part his Regal 
Supremacy in the ſaid Cauſes reſtored tothe Crown, and 


7 the Laws of this Realm therein eſtabliſhed, let him 
be 


excommunicated ipſo facto, and not reſtored, but on- 
ly by the Archbiſhop, after his Repentance, and publick 
Revocation of thoſe his wicked Errors. 

And agreeable to this have been the Doctrines 
and Principles of the Greateſt Men of our Church. 


Anim. on Mr. 8 — ge hath cited the Authorities of Biſhop 


— Taylor and others to prove, That the Xing as Su- 
ver, 


p. 48. 


preme, hath a Legiſlative Power in Affairs of Religion 
and the Church, hath Juriſdiction in Cauſes Ecclefraſti- 
cal, and hath Authority to convene and diſſolve all Sy- 
: nods Eccleſiaſtical. And if he has ſuch an Authority 
over our Synods, no doubt but he has a Power to 
let them ſit, or hinder them at pleaſure, notwith- 
ſtanding all that Mr. A. has affirmed, upon his own 
ſingle Authority, to the contrary. A 
Mr. A. ſeems to urge, That their being called, 
gives them a Right to ſit and do Buſineſs: But who 
is the Judge whether there is any Buſineſs for them 
to do, or not ? If the King can't determine this, he 
is not Supreme Head of the Church; which as Mr. S. 


bas obſeryed, was not deſigned for an Empty Title. 


The Convocation is called according to Cuſtom, 
but there is not always a neceſſity for their acting; 
and our Church has committed it to the Supreme 
Power Eccleſiaſtical, to determine whether there is 
or no. And the little that has been done by all our 
Conyocations ever ſince 1662, tho ſtill called as uſu- 
ally with the Parliament, is a ſufficient Proof of this. 


But 


Cuſtom of being Called is not a Right to ſat. 
But to what End are the Clergy ſummoned to at- 
tend, if the King can hinder their doing buſineſs ? 
The Reaſon has been already given, that if he ſees 
occaſion, they may be ready to conſult and delibe- 
rate about it. The King can adjourn and defer their 
Meeting as he pleaſes ; and the Parliament will go 
on with their buſineſs, tho? there ſhould be no Con- 
vocation ſitting. 
This then is the Sum of this whole matter: 
When ever there is a Parliament ſummoned, there 
go out Writs to call a Conyocation. Whether the 
King is indiſpenſably obliged by Law or Immemo- 
rial Cuſtom, to Iſſue out ſuch Writs for a Conyoca- 
tion every new Parliament, I ſhall not diſpute : 
Nor is it yery material what his Power is in thar 
particular. It is ſufficient, that there is as much 
Cuſtom for the King's not permitting a Conyocation 
to fit always when the Parliament did, as there is 
for his Calling them with a Parliament; and that this 
Right has never been called in queſtion: And that ſince 
the Clergy have ceaſed to make their own Grants 
by Proxies of their own, our Kings have more fre- 
quently exerciſed their Authority in putting off 
their ſitting, without being ever cenſured, as break- 
ing in upon the Rights and Privileges of the Church. 
Mr. A. indeed, when he comes to reduce his mat- 
ter into form, and takes a review of his whole force 
together at the End of the Chapter, makes his Cauſe 
look Prog plauſibly ; and if his Premiſes were as 
ſtrong as his Concluſions, the diſpute would ſoon 


be at an End. - -- -- 
The Reſult, ſays he, of all this, is, That if ſome Hun- p. 75. 
 dred years Cuſtom can make a Law, then may we with- 
out offence, affirm it to be Law, that the Convocation 


ſhould 
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(uftom for the R hindering them to. ſit. 


ſhould 2 with every new Parliament: i the true Notion 


of a Convacation be, That it is an Aſſembly of the Clergy, 
always attending the Parliament; then it -is mo pre- 
ſamp tion to ſay, that we have the ſame Lam for the fite 
ring of a Convocation, as we have for that of a Par- 
liament. | 

But what is this ſome Hundred Year's Cuſtom 
Why, Mr. A. has proved that for about this Hundred 
and fifry Years, when a new Parliament was called, 
there was a'Conyocation called too: And this too 
not without ſome Interruption. But as for their ſit- 
ting all the time the Parliament ſat, or even their 
ſirting at all, if the King thought it not convenient 
that they ſhould ſit, which is the Power now diſpu- 
ted, he has not proved it to be their Privilege or 
Practice. e 

As for his Notion of the Convocation's being an 
Aſſembly always attending the Parliament, it is neither 
true, nor has he any Authority for it. They are to 
attend the King as Supreme Head of the Church, and 
the Parliament and Clergy both have placed him 
there: and their Meeting depends upon his Will 
and Pleaſure, and not upon the Parliaments; and 
his frequent Prorogations of them while the Parlia- 
ment ſat, is a certain Evidence, that the Parliament 
neither expected their Attendance, or claimed any 
Right to it. And to ſay that there is the ſame Lam 
for the fitting of a Convocation, as for that of a Parlia- 
ment, is to aſſert, that all our Kings have ated Ar- 
bitrarily, and againſt Law, that have denied their 
Convocations the Liberty of Sitting and Acting, 


when the Parliament did. : 
And if Mr. A. would fay any thing to the pur- 


poſe upon this Argument, he muſt prove theſe Two 


things : Firſt, 


Hie is called upon to prove To Things. _ 11 


Firſt, That it has not been the Cuſtom for Our 
Kings, tho? they called a Convocation, when they 
called a Parliament, to Adjourn or Prorogue them, 
as often as they have thought fit, while the Parlia- 
ment continued ſitting. 5 5 

And, in the next place, it lies upon him to prove, 

That when they have Exerciſed that Power, they 
have acted illegally, and done more than they had 
juſt Authority to do. 3 5 3 

If he can prove both, or either of theſe, he will 
argue to the Point in Debate; but otherwiſe his Ar- 
guments will appear to be Foreign and Immaterial. 

It is very obſervable in Mr. A. s Management of 
this whole Controverſy, that all the Authors that 
make againſt him are declared little and inſignifi- 
cant, and trampled upon with contempt. Eſpecially 
Petrus de Marca, who has been made uſe of by our 
Authors, as agreeing with their Notions about the 
King's Power in Eccleſiaſtical Matters; and particu- Animad. 
larly has been introduced by Mr. S----ge, with great p. 17. 
Reſpect for his Judgment and Learning, upon this 
very occaſion of Aſſerting the Right of Princes in 
rhe Affairs of the Church; yet he is now uſed with the Me. 4. 
utmoſt incivility, and his Character vilified, for a de- b. 209. 
ſign of letting the Royal Power in upon the Church, as | 
far as he was able. Tis ſtrange, that a Man that was 
thought very Learned, and his Teſtimony much re- 
lied upon in the late Reign, ſhould fall ſo low in his 
Credit as to be no better than a Paultry Author in this. 

Thus far I have conſidered the firſt Point propo- 
ſed, the Right the Clergy have to meer and fir in 
Convocation, as often as a new Parliament fits ; 
and how far the King has a Power ts hinder the 
Convocation's ſitting and acting, While the Parlia- 

ä ment 
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12 


Dr. W. 
p. 110. 


The Second Point Examined, about a Licenſe. 


ment does ſo, tho' they are, according to Cuſtom 
called and diſſolved both about the ſame time. 

The other Point is, their Right (when met) of 
Treating and Deliberating, and coming to Reſoluti- 
ons, without being qualified by a Royal Licenſe. 

If it ſhould appear, that the Clergy ſhould 
have an indiſputable Right, which was never yet 
allowed them, to meet and fit, while the Parliament 
docs ſo ; yer if they are limited by a Law in their 
Proceedings, and can do little or nothing without a 
Royal Licenſe ; and if the King ſhould not grant 
them ſuch a Licenſe, the former Privilege will not be 
at all to their advantage. | 

And in this caſe, as in the other, the Laws of che 
Land, the Practice of Conyocations, and the Judg- 
ments of thoſe who have treated of this Subject, 
muſt determine the whole matter.. | 

But here it will not be much out of the way, to 
ſhew how unfairly Dr. V. is uſed by Mr. A. in this 
particular, and what pains he has taken to Anſwer 
what Dr. W. never aſſerted. I ſhall tranſcribe Dr. Ws 
Words, and leaye it to the Reader ro judge of the 
Uſage he has met with for ſaying, as moſt Men are 
perſuaded by g. to believe, quite the contrary. 

Whether the Convocation may not, without the King s 
Writ (his Licenſe he muſt mean, for that he is ſpeak- 
ing of ) deliberate of ſuch things, as may be fit to be 
done By them, for the Service of the Church, I ſhall not 
undertake to ſay. Certain it is, that they may not ſo 
deliberate, as to come to any authoritative Reſolution, 
upon any particular Point ; or to frame any Order or Con- 
ſtitution, of what kind ſoever it be, without the King's 
Leave; which us in effect to ſay, That they may not de- 
bate Synodically at all without it. To deliberate of what 


might 


„ 
24 


Dr. W.'s Arg. abuſed and miſrepreſented by Mr. R. 13 
might uſefully be conſidered by them; and to petition the 
Hing thereupon, for leave ſo to do: This, as it is no at- 
tempting, to make a Canon, &C. ſo does it not, I conceive, 
come within the deſign of that Prohibition , which this 
Att has laid upon them. And if the King allows the 
Convocation to fit, I do —_— wherein they would tranſ- © 
greſs in framing ſuch an Addreſs ; ſuppoſing that his Com- 
miſſion had not before prevented all . for ſuch an 
Application. 850 
This is the Doctor's Judgment, founded, as I ſup- 
poſe, upon the Silence of the Act of Parliament, 
which ſeems not to reſtrain the Convocation from do- 
ing ſuch buſineſs, as is antecedent to their attempt- 
ing to make a Canon, or any Order or Conſtitution. 
But that the Convocation can proceed even thus 
far; or treat at all without a Royal Commiſſion, is 
. apainſt the Opinion of moſt others that formerly writ 
of the King's Power in that matter. 
However, Mr. 4. is ſure they have that Right to 
treat without a Licenſè to qualify them: but then 
why did he not mention Dr. V. as agreeing in that 
Opinion too? He is ſo far from that, as to repre- 
ſent Dr. Wake as a Betrayer of the Rights and Liber- 
ties of the Church for denying it: And falls upon him 
in a Strain not much becoming a Chriſtian, for aſſert- 
ing what ſeems to be far enough from his Thoughts. 
And Dr. Wake therefore (ſays he) is never more like Mr. 4. 
himſelf ( that is, never more abſurd) thau when he would“. 
inſinuate the contrary. He could hardly inſinuate the 
Contrary, when he ſaid quite otherwiſe, tho he did 
not carry the Liberty of the Convocation ſo far as 
Mr. A. has done. But this I dare be poſitive in, 
Thar if Mr. 4. had found any Author that had writ 
a hundred, or even fifty Years ago, declaring 
| F much 
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©. | 
The Debate about 4 Licenſe examined. 


much for the Power he contends for, of deliberating 
without a Licenſe, he would have placed him among 
the firſt Rank of Writers, ſtiled him an Eminent Ai- 
ſerter of the Church's Liberties ; And his Name and 
diſintereſted Zeal, like ſome other men's, would have 
been had in great Veneration. 

But to ſet this matter in a clear Light, and to 
diſcoyer how far the Clergy may proceed, and 
how far they are confined in their Debates in 
Conyocation, both by Law and their own Conſent, 
without a Royal Licenſe, whether to attempt to make 
any Canons, as Dr. Wake denies, and Mr. A. affirms, 
I ſhall follow the Method Mr. A. has gone, and con- 
ſider theſe Three things. THO 

Firſt, Iſhall Examine the Account Mr. A. has given 
of the Reaſons of the Clergy's Submiſſion, which oc- 
caſioned the Act that brought them under the Re- 
ſtraint of not aCting as a Convocation, without being 
qualified by a Licenſe ſo to Act. 

In the next place, I ſhall conſider what ſeems to 
be the moſt natural meaning of the 4# of Parlia- 


ment, and after what manner it is to be Interpreted ; 


If thoſe that made it, may be granted to have de- 
ſigned to ayoid Confuſion — Miſunderſtandings 
about it. 

And then, Laſtly, I ſhall enquire into the Practice 


ſince that time, in what ſenſe the Act has been al- 


ways taken; and whether it was ever known that 
the Clergy either attempted or pretended a Right to 
attempt the making of any Canon, without having 
firſt obtained a Licenſe from the King. | 

Upon the Right knowledge of theſe matters, all 
this part of the Controyerſy about a Licenſe de- 
pends.. 55 


And 


Mr. A. s Reaſon for the Clergys ſubmiſſion. 

And therefore I ſhall ſtate the Matters of Fat 
fairly, (for Matters of Fact they are, and therefore 
may be underſtood without any Gloſſes upon Words, 
which ſerve only to amuſe the Reader, and take 
him off from the main Point) and fo leave it to 
others to judge for themſelyes. 

In the Firſt place, it will be of great moment to 
examine into the Reaſon that Mr. A. aſſigns for the 
Clergy's ſubmiſſion in H. VIII. 's time, 

Mr. Atterbury forgetting his uſual Air of Aſſurance, 
is a little wavering in this Point. In the former Edi- 
tion he was very politive it was the Premunire the 
Clergy were under, that brought them to that Sub- 
miſſion. In the Second Edition, he thinks the Par- 
don was paſs d; but yet the Terror of the Præmu- 
nire {till continued, and forced them to that Com- 
pliance. But as it happens, neither of his Conje- 
cures will hold. 1 5 | 

Here it will be neceſſary to compare the To 
= ak and let him ſpeak in his own Language in 

th. | | 

In the former Edition of his Work, treating of the 
Occaſion of rhe Clergy's Submiſſion, which he ſuppo- 
ſes to be the Præmunire that hung over them, (which, 
like moſt of his other Suppoſes, was every tittle of 
it falſe ) he makes this very remarkable digreſſion. 


The Gentleman that publiſhed ſome Thoughts on a Con- p. 91. 


vocation , inſults the Learned Mr. Hill on this Head, who 
had repreſented the Clergy that ſubmitted, as then under the 
Laſh of a Præmunire. But this, ſays he, is a great Blun- 
der, for the Præmunire was oft at leaſt three Years 
before, and releaſed by Act of Parliament, in the 22d 
* of H.. The Convocation-Act being not till the 25th. 
It ſeems this Gentleman knows not 7 what one would 
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that the Author of ſome Thoughts on a Convocation, was 


ken off, when the Conyocation ſubmitted :- The 


| His Ignorance deteFted. 
have thought every body knew ) that the Clergy made 
their Submiſſion ſome Tears before it was Euacted by Par- 
liament, and that then the Præmunire hang over them. 


Jet as unacquainted as he is with things of this nature, 


ventures at Random to beſtow his rude Language on the 
ſuppoſed Miſtake of another Man. Under ſo great a De- 
gree of Ignorance, a little more Modeſty had become 
him. 412 | I 
The Reader perhaps will be 1 to find that 
Mr. 4. was here only drawing his own Picture: 
Tho' indeed it looks a little incredible, that he 
could be ſo very inſulting, and yet ſo ignorant. But 
I ſhall ſoon convince him, that Mr. A. went not only 
out of his Way, but out of his Knowledge too, when 
he made this unjuſt Reflection. And I wonder thoſe 
that furniſh'd him with his Materials, did not take 
care to inform him better.. 75 

The Reflections conſiſt of Two Parts: The One, 


much miſtaken in aſſerting the Præmunire to be ta- 


Other is, That the ſame Author kyew not, what one 
would have thought every body knew, that the Submiſſion 
was-made ſome years — it was Enacted by Parliament. 
Why, I will venture to name him one that did not 
know it, and that was Mr. Atterbury; and if he did, 
he knew what no body elſe did, or could, know. For 
the Clergy made their Submiſſion in May, and it 
paſs'd into an Act in March come Twelvemonth af 
ter; Which thoſe who are acquainted with ſuch 
Matters, don't uſe to call ſome Years. Some Men 
would have contented themſelyes with ſaying 2 
Fear, and ſome Months. 

And for the Præmunire, that was taken off Mart 
was 


Mr. A. s Groſs Miſtake about the Præmunire. 17 
was Twelvemonth before the Submiſſion was made in 


Convocation, even in the very Year (the 22 H. 8.) 
which the Author of ſome Thoughts, &c. had main- 


e, tain'd againſt Mr. Atterbury's Learned Mr. Hill , 
he Three Tears before the Parliament made the Submiſ- 
8 fron-At. So then, this whole Matter ſtands thus: 
me The Præmunire which the Clergy had incurred, was 


releaſed by Parliament in March 1531. the 22 H. 8. 
They made their Submiſſion in May 1532. And it 
paſs d into an Act, March 1534. So that tis plain that 
Author was mild enough in cenſuring Mr. Hill's Blun- 
der; which certainly it was, or elſe a Strain of Mr. A. s 
Ingenuity ; ſince the Præmunire was off long enough 
both before the Conyocation made their Submiſſion, 
and before the Parliament paſs d it into an Act; and 

that he knew what one would have thought every body 
knew, except Mr. A. who after all, was very igno- 
rant of the matter. 

Mr. A. indeed ſeems to have found out his Error 
in his Additions, and acknowledges the Præmunire P.6.Addir, 
to be off before the Submiſſion was made, Bur he 
touches upon it ſo tenderly, as tho he had a mind 

his Reader ſhould paſs over it, without obſerving 
in how abuſive a Strain he had betray'd his Igno- 
rance in this matter, or ſomething worſe. | 
And here I would adviſe the Reader that would be 
Curious in theſe Matters, to compare Mr. A. s 7 wo 
Editions; and he will find a great many Corrections 
thar himſelf has wiſely made; and what he has left 
for Dr. WW. and others to make, a little time will 
ſhew: He will find alſo, that he has been ſo modeſt, 
as to omit even ſome of his hard Cenſures, (ie. he is 
convinced that he did quite miſtake the matters upon 


- Which he grounded them). and one particularly in 
this.; 


18 


22. H. 8. 
e. Ig. 


Mr. A. poſitive every body knew, what he did not. 


this place, upon my Lord of Sarum, which I ſuppoſe 
upon better Information he found to be groundleſs 
too. He has alſo omitted the Reflection he made up- 
on my Lord of S. for the Account he gave of the 
Cauſe of the Clergy's being in a Præmunire; and I 
am ſure he ought to have retracted the Reflection he 
made upon Dr. Wake on the ſame Head, ſince it was 
unjuſt: For that very Cauſe which the Doctor men- 
tioned, viz. their offending againſt the Statut es of 
Proviſor's, and Premunire, is mentioned in the A4 
of Parliament that paſſed their Pardon, which in 
charity to Mr. A. I muſt believe he never read. 

At preſent I am obliged to conſider a little far- 
ther the Reflection which he continues upon the 


Author of ſome Thoughts, &c, in his Second Edition, 


juſt with as much reaſon as he had in his Firſt. 


See p. 18. 
Add. com- 
pare p92, 
of the firſt 
Edi. 


What pretences he has for ſuch unjuſt Cenſures, 
1 won't offer to gueſs; if it be Truth only he is 
ſearching after, I am confident he is out of the Road 
to it. N | EE 
Mr. A. has granted in effect, That the Reflection 
was falſe; he has ſeemed to yield he was miſtaken 
about the Præmunire s not being releaſed when the 
Submiſſion was made; and has ſeemed to fix the 
Right time for it now. He has ſaid as much as will 
amount to a Confeſſion that he knew not when the 
Submiſſion was made, tho he was very poſitive in 
his Firſ# Edition, every body knew it ; and fell foul 
upon my Lord of Sarum for his Ignorance, where he 
had ſo much Light to guide him. There was nothing 
heſo much valued himſelf upon, and deſpiſed others, 
as upon this Head; and yet at laſt he comes to ſay 


as much as will amount to a Confeſſion of downright 
Tenorance about it. 


But 


Mr. A. does not Re tract, only unſays things. 


* 


But by this Confeſſion ( fays he) I intend not to bid. 


Retratt the Cenſure I had paſs d upon the Author of ſome 
Thoughts on a C {dimers Ne, Rerrad 3 Gol 5 
bid; tis pity his Great Soul ſhould ſtoop to ſo 
mean an office; he Retracts nothing, he only juſt 
contradicts what he had ſaid before. And ſince he 
owns he has been in a Miſtake, I ſhan't diſpute with 
him whether he Retracts or not, leſt he ſhould ſpend 
as much Paper about the meaning of the word Re- 
tract, as he has done upon the word Attempt ; which 
was thought a plain intelligible Word before, but 
yet it ſeems it wanted Mr. A. to explain it. And 
perhaps Rerract may have as many difficulties in it, 
when it comes to Mr. A. s Management. 

But let us hear his Reaſon why he won't Retrad. 
Why, By that Author's Favour, ſays he, referring to 
fome Thoughts, &c. Mr. Hill ſays only , That H. 8. 


could not have compaſs d that Submiſſion , but through 1vid. 


the Terror of a Præmunire Which is very true; for 
by the Terror of a Præmunire he compaſs d the Clergy's 
firſt Act of Submiſſion (their Recognition of his Su- 
preme Headſbip), which made way for the other. 

But this Suggeſtion is as groundleſs, as his former 
Aſſertion was falſe : For muſt the Clergy ſubmit for 
fear of a Præmunire, becaule they had been releaſed 
from one, a Year or two before, and their Pardon 
paſs'd in Parliament? Is a man that was terrified by 
a storm at Sea, under the ſame Fears when he is got 
ſafe to Land: Or do the diſorders he might fall into 
under that Conſternation, make way for all the other 
diſorders of his Life, when he is releaſed from all 
his Fears? If the Clergy were under ſuch Terrors, 
they could not be termed Rational Agents, and their 


Actions were not free but fore d, and ſhould _ 
| c 
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N Mr. Smalridge defended againſt Mr. *- 


be declared void, than defended. I wonder that 


'See Anim. 
onChurch 
-Govern. 
p. 60, 61, 
62. 


Mr. 4. ſince he thinks they were Madmen, ſhould 
offer to defend their Extravagant Act. Yet it ap- 
pears that the Laiety were then under a Præmunire 
too: But were all the Acts that were paſsd by them 
in Parliament within the ſpace of Two or Three 


Years after, the Effects of the frightful Apprehen- 


ſions they had before been under? In anſwer to 


this, I ſhall ſhew him that the King compals'd nei- 


ther of the Submiſſions through the Terror of a Præ- 
munire: He might have been convinced of this 
long ago, if he bore any Reſpect to Mr. Smalridge's 
Judgment, or to the Authorities he had cited againſt 
that very Objection; trump'd up then, as it often 
has been, by the Popiſh Writers, ' tho often enough 
anſwered, and long ago exploded. And why it is 
now reaſſumed by Writers, as ſome think, of our 
own, is a little myſterious. = 

Mr. Smalridge complains of his Adverſary's Pre- 
varication, in foully miſrepreſenting Dr. Hammond 
about this matter; as if he had ſaid, That the Clergy 
gave the King the Title of Eccleſæ & Cleri Anglicani 
Protector & Supremum Caput, out of Fear. Mr. S. ob- 


ſerves that he acted unfairly in this Inſinuation: 


Sch. d. 7. 
Sec. 5 


Which, ſays he, that it may be the more perſpicuous, 
and that the Reader may make, from this Iuſtance, a 
true Fudgment of this Writer s Sincerity, it will be ne- 
ceſſary to tranſcribe the whole Paſſage as it lies in 
Dr. Ham. © Tho the firſt Act of the Clergy in this 
* was fo introduced, that it is eaſy to believe that 
* nothing but the Apprehenſions of Dangers that 
* hung over them (by a Præmunire incurred by 
them) could probably have inclined them to it; 
and therefore I ſhall not pretend it was perfectly 

an 


M. Smalridge's Opinion continued againſt Mr. A. 21 


* an Act of their firſt Will and Choice, but that 
** Which the neceſſity of Affairs recommended to 
them: Yet the matters of Right being upon that 
occaſion taken into their moſt ſerious Debate, in 
a Synodical way, and at laſt a fit and commodi- 


ous Expreſſion uniformly pitch'd upon by joint 
*© Conſent of both Houſes of Convocation , there 


cc 
cc 
cc 


“ is no reaſon to doubt but that they did believe 


* what they did profeſs ; their Fear being the Oc- 
* caſion of their Debates ; but the Reaſons and Ar- 
** guments obſeryed in debate, the Cauſes, as in all 
Charity we are to judge , of their Deciſions. 
Upon this Citation Mr. S. obſerves, That this Preva- 
rication is the more culpable, becauſe it is not an Origi- 
nal, but copied from Mr. Sergeant, whom that Writer 
cannot but be preſumed to have known to have falſified it. 
And Mr. 4. muſt or might know all this. This 
diſpute about the Præmunire has been publick and 
frequent enough between Us and the Roman-Catho- 
licks. And I wonder that ſuch things, that every 
body knows, ſhould not, to borrow an Expreſſion 
of his own, ſpring from Mr. A.'s own Knowledge and 
Remembrance. | | 

Biſhop Bramhall is another Author that Mr. S. in- 
troduces to ſhe the meaning of Dr. Hammond, and 
to confute the Notion about a Præmunire. Dr. Ham- 


cc 


mond ſpeaketh only of the firſt preparatory Att, which 


occaſioned them to take the matter of Right into a ſeri- 
ous Debate in a Synodical way; he applieth it to the ſub- 
ſequent At of Renunciation after Debate. Dr. Ham- 
mond ſpeaketh of no Fear, but the Fear of the Law, 
the Law of Præmunire, an Ancient Law made many 
Ages before H. 8. was born; the Palladium of England, 


to preſerve it from the Uſurpations of the Court of 
G Rome: 
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22 Other Authors againſt the Notion of a Præmunire. 


Rome: But Mr. Serjeant applieth it wholly to the Fear 
of the King's violent Cruelty. © bse W 
„ This Author (as Mr. S. adds) muſt be thought 

© to have read theſe Paſlages, and yet ventured the 
« Scandal of promoting this Forgery, tho without 
« the Honour of being the firſt Inventor of it. Such 
“ Practices as theſe require little Controverſial Skill, 
« but much Forehead : And we have ſeen a Ma- 
“ chine lately publickly expoſed for this laudable 
_ « quality of imbibing whatever is thrown into its 

Mouth, and then ecchoing it forth without bluſh- 
„ ing. Whether that be not our Author s Talent, 
* ler the Reader judge. After theſe Remarks, he 
e thus concludes this matter. As for this Ob- 
* jection, of the Clergy's being awed by Fear in this 
„Ack, he himſelf has unluckily cited a Paſſa 
from the (then) Lady Mary, which ſhews the 
Vanity of it.” I am well aſſared (ſaith ſhe, ſpeak- 
ing of Edward the Sixth, in her Letter to the Council 
that the King his Father's Laws were conſented to with- 
out Compulſion, by the whole Realm, both Spiritual and 
Temporal. 5 

I ſhall add nothing to theſe ſolid Arguments of 

Mr. Smalridge, which will always be ſufficient to 

overthrow, as they did once before, that Ridicu- 
lous Objection, of the Clergy's being frighted into 
a Compliance by a Præmunire. It is obſeryable, * 
that Mr. S. ſpeaks here only of the Submiſſion of 
the Clergy, when they declared the King Supreme : 
And if they were not then overaw'd by their Fears 
in their Debates, tis moſt certain they could not be, 
when they made that other Submiſſion, which occa- 
Goned the Act we are now ſpeaking of. 


But | 


| | ”y —— Ga 
Mr. A.'s Hiſtory of Mr: Hill's Errors abſurd. 
But why is Mr A. fo mighty unwilling to part 
with his Premunire 2 I am afraid he diſtruſts his In- 
terpretation of the Act of Parliament. For if that 
will hold, the Clergy could nor be put to a Fright 
to make ſuch Conceſſions as he allows they did. 
For by his Account of the Ad they retain as much 
Power, nay rather much more than they did before. 
And they might be rather ſaid to extort it from the 
King, than he from them. For before, they were un- 


der the Archbiſhop's Power, and he could call and 


diſſolve them at his pleaſure. But now, as to their 
ſitting, if there is a Parliament aſſembled, they are 
neither under the Hing nor the Archbiſhop ; their 


the Seſſions of the Parliament, and nothing but the 
Prorogation or Diſſolution of a Parliament, can put 
a Period to their Sitting. 

As for the making of Canons and Conſtitutions, what- 
ever Power they had that way, tis certain they had 
not formerly the Force of Laws, no more than at pre- 
ſent, without the Supreme Authority ſtampt upon 


Motions , according to Mr. A. depend only upon 


23 


them. Mr. Smalridge is very poſitive , That #0 Ec- Refle+. 
cleſiaſtical Conſtitutions had ever the Force of Laws in p. an. 


this Kingdom, but from the Legiſlative Power of the 
Realm. If ſo, the Clergy , according to Mr. 48 
Notion, loſt no Power by the Act, and needed not 
the Terror of a Premnnire to force them to a Com- 
pliance. 5 
But he goes on, However, ſappoſing Mr. Hill 70 
have erred in antedating the Submiſſion, properly ſo cal- 


led, yet had it been decent to have treated that Error of 


his ſoftly, for my Lord of Sarum's ſake, from whoſe 
Hiſtory Mr. Hill drew it. Is he ſure Mr Fill drew 
it from thence? I dare engage for that Honeſt Indu- 

9 ſtrious 
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| 24 88 Mr. Hill aſſerts things at all adventures. 8 
ſtrious Man, he would take nothing from that Hiſto- 


P. 93. yy h 
Ficlt Edit. pretty poſitive, that the Author of the Thoughts, who 


Author. But for Mc. Hill's Notion, he ſaid quite the 


ry upon Truſt, But how comes Mr. A.'s mind to 
change ſo on the ſudden ? In the other Edition he is 


directly oppoſed Mr. Hill's groſs Aſſertion, was miſ- 
led by the Biſhop's Hiſtory. To ſpeak Contradicti- 
ons, I find, is the leaſt Fault he is guilty of. How- 
ever it be, he is reſolved that every body's Errors, 
nay even his own, as we ſhall ſee preſently, ſhall be 
all owing to the Biſhop. Bur I dare venture to ſay, 
that neither of them were guided by the Biſhop's 
Opinion. The one of them quoted Raſtall's Sta- 
tutes ; Which Mr. Atterbury, after his wonted way, 
takes no notice of, but he will have it that the Bz- 
ſhop occaſioned the Miſtake, (which after all, was 
the Truth) tho I can be pretty poſitive he did not 
conſult his Lordſbip's Hiſtory upon the occaſion. As 
for Mr. Hill, he could not draw his Abſurdity from 
that Hiſtory, for his Lordſhip no where ſays that this 
Submiſſion was compaſs d through the Terror of aPre- 
munire. And if his Lordſhip had ſaid it, I have ſo good 
an opinion of Mr. Hill, that if he had known it, he 
would right or wrong have aſſerted the quite contra- 
ry. Thus Mr. Atterbury is not always lucky in his Con- 
jectures: He is very kind however, in endeavour- 
ing to excuſe the Errors of other men; but Succeſs 
does not always anſwer Expectations: He had a 
Chance however to be right. It was likely enough 
that the Biſhop of S. in thoſe Two Folio s, might ſome- 
where have ſaid the ſame thing with one of thoſe 
Authors. And if Mr. A. would have kept to his 
firſt Conjocture, he might have come off pretty well, 
becauſe the Biſhop ſays indeed the ſame thing as that 


COn. 


Mr. A. s Account of his own Errors Examined. 25 
contrary to it; 2. e. he fays, the Premunire was 
off in 1531. And for Mr. Hill, if a man may gueſs 
upon Probabilities, he hardly knows that the Præ- 
munire is releaſed yet. | 
And here it may be worth the while to obſerve 


Mr. 4.'s Ingenuity in aſſigning the Cauſe of ſome a 
Miſtakes of his own. He can have none, we may 
be ſure, but what he has derived from the Biſhop of 
Sarum. But in this (ſpeaking of his own want of A1 ps. 
Exactneſs in giving an Account of the Clergy's Sub- 
miſſion, and the Time when it was made, in the for- 
mer Edition) 7 followed his Lordſhip's Accounts too 
reſpectfully; thinking that what his Lordſhip had ſo oft- 
en laid down, in a Point ſo obvious to be known, could 
not well be miſtaken. But if the Reader will forgive 
me my Implicit Reliance this once, I promiſe to do ſo no 
more; nor to take any thing for the future upon his 
Lordſbips Authority, great as it is, without examining 
into the Truth of it. ; 2 P 
Now whether he followed his Lordſhip's Accounts 2 
upon this Head, his own Words in his former Edie b. 93. 
tion muſt determine. And if they were deſign'd to 
have any meaning, I believe it will appear that they 
import juſt the Contrary. I ſhall ſer his Words 
down as they are in his other Edition, and leave it 
to the Reader to judge of them. | 
My Lord of S.'s Expreſſions (in the Tear 1534-) are 
As the Parliament was going on with theſe Good Laws, 
there came a Submiſſion from the Clergy then ſitting in 
Convocation to be paſs d in Parliament, &c. p.147. But 
this is one of thoſe Nods that Great Men in long Works 
are ſubjet to: For his Lordſhip, p. 11 3. of that Work, 
ſeems to have ſoon known, that the Submiſſion was made 
by the Convocation in 1531, and 2, however he came to 


forget 
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2 His Firſt Edition againſt his Second. 
forget it here, and to place the Riſe of it Two years lower. 
But whether hi Lordſhip was aware of this or not, it ts 
certain the Submiſſion was ſo much older than the Act, as 
appears by the Journal of the Convocation that framed 
it, ftill remaining; tho his Lordſhip, p. 147. complains 
that it is loſt ; and excuſes himſelf on that account, for 
not being able to inform his Readers what Oppoſition it- 
met with from the 9 ere it paſs d. I have ſeen the 
Journal of that Synod, &c. Tt is particular enough 
to ſhew with what difficulty, and by what ſteps the Clergy 

were drawn into a Compliance, and how threatuing Meſ- 
ſages were ſent them by the King before they could be 
brought to it : And ] have already from another MS. pro- 
miſed the Reader the ſeveral Forms of Submiſſion, whith 
they drew up one after another ; but could not get ac- 
cepted. There is no reaſon therefore to complain of want 
of Light in this caſe ; for perhaps there is ſcarce auy one 
thing done in H. VIII. Convocation, of which we have a 
clearer and fuller Account, than of the Oppoſition which 
the Court Form of Submiſſion met with from the Clergy, 


before they came up to it. 
Now is it poſſible for any one that reads all this, 

to be perſuaded that Mr. A. follow'd the Biſhop's ac- 
count very reſpectfully? When he everywhere diſ- 
{ents from, and finds fault with him. The Biſhop 
complains of want of Light. Mr. A. ſays, there 
is no want; he had ſeen the Journal of the whole Sy- 
nod, &c, How came he then to miſtake 2 Probably 
the MSS. were dark and obſcure, or indeed he might 
be dazled with too much Light; or otherwiſe, what 
made him follow the Biſhop of S. whom he inſulcs 
for being guilty of nothing but miſtakes in this par- 
ticular 2 Does Mr. Atterbury think to impoſe upon 
the World by ſuch kind of Infinuations > If he had 
K 10 


ſo much Light as he boaſts of, Why did he not open 
his Eyes, and go right? It is following another s 
Steps implicitly with a witneſs, to forſake the Light, 
and go after him, when we are ſure he is wandering 
in the Dark. Bo 125 
But let us ſee what further Reflect ions his new Ac- 
ceſſion of Light has given him occaſion to make up- 
on his Lordſhip's account of the Submiſſion, in his Se- 
cond Edition. Why generally, ſays he, Hus Lordſhip ſo 
ſpeaks, as if he thought the Clergy to have made their Sub- 
miſſion, when they gave their great Subſidy : And yet in 
other places he ſeems to apprehend, that they ſubmitted 
in the year (before that as his accounts run, the hear) 
1530; and again the year 1534, is the Period aſſian'd 
by him for it : Whereas it really belongs to none of theſe 
Tears, but to the Month of May, in the year 1532 ; 
which yet I do not remember his Lordſhip any-where to 
have pitch'd ou. No, I can't ſee how he ſhould, when 
he can't remember what himſelf has ſaid of it (tho 
erhaps ſome body elſe might ſay it for him) in the 
Firſt Edition; when he tells us but in thoſe very 
words ] juſt now cited, That his Lordſhip ſeems ſoon 
to have known that the Submiſſion was made by the Con- 
vocation in 1531, and 2. If he remember'd that the 
Biſhop ſaid right then, tis ſtrange he ſhould fo ſoon 
forget it here. I am ſorry his Memory is no better; 
if he is ſubje& to ſuch Neds as theſe in ſhort Works, 
he ought to know his Abilitics better than cyer to 
engage in long ones. | 
He inſults my Lord of S. for being inconſiſtent p. 18. 
with himſelf in ſtating the Times of the Submiſſion ; P19. Ad! 
ſometimes aſſigning the year 1530, ſometimes 32, and 
ſometimes 34, for it. But he has already forgot, that 
in the yery preceding Page he himſelf has as, 2h 
tnree 


28 His Exactneſs and Skill in Computing. 


three different Steps and Periods of the Submiſſion,and that 
they were made in thoſe years; only in Correcting my 
Lord's Errors, he has blunder d himſelf,and aſſigns the 
paſling the Statute which perpetuated the Submiſſion, to 
1533, Which was really in 1534, as my L. of S. af- 
firms. And 'tis ſtrange, if my Lord knew nothing 
of this matter, how he ſhould gueſs ſo right; and how 
Mr. Atterbary, that knows every thing, ſhould be ſo 
miſtaken. Bur however, it muſt be own'd he corrects 
his Error in the next Page, in about twelve Lines; 
where he tells us, That the firſt and laſt of theſe were 
Gee p. 17, above four years diſtant from one another: Altho' the 
18. of the firſt 47 of Submiſſion he makes in 1532, and the laſt 
* 1533, juſt before: One would have expected he 
ſhould have been more exact in Computing; eſpe- 
cially when he immediately ſubjoins a Cenſure upon 
my Lord of S. for ſpeaking of the Submiſſions, ſome- 
times as if they had hapned all at once. But tis the 
Fate of thoſe that truſt to others Eyes and Hands, 
often to fall into ſuch Abſurdities. 
Had my Lord of S. been ſometimes miſtaken, he 
had a good Plea; and he was far enough from be- 
| ing poſitive, that in this matter he was always right. 
ak Re This account ( ſays his Lordſhip) of that Convocation 
i.p1;o. J take from that Collection of the Britiſh Antiquities, 
which is believed to have been made by Matthew Parker, 
who lived at that time, and was afterwards Archtiſhop 
of Canterbury. But the Convocation- Books being burnt, 
there are no Records to be appealed to ; yet it 1s not to 
be ſuppoſed, that in a matter of fait, that was ſo publick 
and well known , any Man, eſpecially one of that high 
Rank, would have delivered Falſhoods, while the Books 
were yet Extant, that would have diſproved them. 
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My. A.'s Prevarication. 29 
It is no great Wonder then, if upon new Diſco- 
verics, my Lord's Account ſhould be found ſome- 
thing defective. But how comes it to paſs that 
Mr. A. that is ſo very confident, and delivers 
himſelf with ſuch an over-· bearing Air upon this Oc- 
caſion, that neither complains of /ofs of Journals, or P19 Add 
want of Light, (tho he tells us not how he came b 
either) ſhould ſo much blunder and contradict him- 
ſelf in the whole matter: He is very poſitive the p. 52. 
Biſhop of S. was miſled by my Lord Herbert, in re- 
lation to a Petition made by the Clergy, when they 
were making their firſt Submiſſion. But why ſhould 
Mr. As Tranſcripts, when we are not to know from 
what Originals they are drawn, be more relicd on, 
than my Lord Herbert's. Authority, who was ver 
exact in ſearcing Records, and was always allowed 
to be a very faithful Writer? 
I was a little ſurprized to find Mr. A. in his Fyſt 
Edition, ſo much inſulting others upon this whole 
matter of the Præmunire, and the Clergy's Submiſſion, 
when it was certain he was all the while in the Dark. 
But his Prevarication in this, after he ſeems to have 
diſcovered the Truth, is much more amazing. Faulrs 
of ſuch a nature, are (God be thanked) to be found 
in few othcr Writers. I am ſure he has diſcovered 
none ſuch in any of thoſe Authors, whom, with all 
the Stock of Spite and Ingenuity he is Maſter of, he 
has ſet himſelf to defame. 4 
I ſhould now proceed to Examine Mr. 4.'s Inter- 
pretation of the Act of Parliament ; but ſince there 
are other hands engaged in thar deſign, I ſhall only 
make ſome few Obſervations upon it. 'This I can be 
pretty ſure of, that by the AA the Clergy loſt ſome Pow- 
er which they had before, = were tied up from ſome 
"Oe Privi- 


- 


The King's Power by the Act of Parl. 


' Privileges which they were wont to Exerciſe, And this 


mult be taken for Granted, or the Act is Infignificant. 


By the Canons of the Church received here, and. 
by the Common Eccleftaſtical Law of the Realm, the 
Archbiſhop of Each Province had the ſole Power of 


Calling, Proroguing and Diſſolving his Provincial Sy- 


nod or Convocation. He was under no Tie in the 
Exerciſe of it; otherwiſe than as in Duty to the 
King, he was wont to Aſſemble it, whenever the 
Prince deſired, or by Writ commanded the doing of 
it. After which, the Proroguing and Diſſolving of it 
ſtill continued in his Power. _ 345 - 
The 25th of H. 8. has tied up the Archbiſhop's 
hands thus far, That he cannot Call or Diſſolve the 
Conyocation, but by the King's Writ. He is alſo 
bound to Prorogue it, wheneycr the King tequircs 
him : Becauſe the King, by the Writ of Prorogation, 
withdraws, or at leaſt ſuſpends (during the Time li- 
mited for the Prorogation) his Writ for their ſitting, 


Bur if the King does. not interpoſe, the Archbiſhop 


may ſtill Prorogue the Convocation as he plea- 


8. | 
This is the Power which the Ad has lodged in the 
King, and which the Archbiſhops are limited in the 
Exerciſe of. Let us then ſee what Reſtraints the reſt 
of the Clergy are under; when the King has Called 
them by his Writ to Convocation. And 'tis proba- 
ble we ſhall find, that their Power is ſomething limi- 
ted as well as the Archbiſhop's. If Mr. A. s Accounts 
are true, their Authority is very uncontroulable; for 
I ſee no Synodical Power he denies them to be Maſters 
of, beſide that of making a Canon. He allows nei- 
ther the King, nor the Archbiſhop, to haye any Au- 
thority over their Debates; they have an unconfin'd 
Liberty 


The Ack Conſidered, 
Liberty to treat about what Matters they think fit, 
while the Parliament continues ſitting; which they 


never had before the Act was made; which does not 
Rem intended to Inveſt them with ſuch a new Autho- 
ty. What Reſtraints he will grant them to be under, 
we ſhall beſt fee from his Explication of the Act. 
The Words of the Act, which are moſt controverted, 
and which ſeem to limit the Power of the Clergy, are, 
That they, nor any of them, ſhall from henceforth preſume 
to attempt, alledge, claim, or put in ure, any Conſtitutions, 
or Ordinances, Provincial or Synodal, or any other Ca- 
nous; nor ſhall enaft, promulge, or execute any ſuch Ca- 
nons, Conſtitutions or Ordinances Provincial, by whatſec- 
ever Name, or Names, they may be called in their Convo- 
cations in time coming, (which always ſhall be Aſſembled 
"by Authority of the King's Writ ). unleſs the ſame Clergy 
may have the King, s moſt Royal Aſſent and Licenſe to 
make, promulge and execute ſuch Canons, Conſtitutions 
and Ordinances —— The Firſt- Member of that Clauſe, Mr. 4. 
Mr. Atterbury ſays, is plainly intended to vacate all the b. 99 
Canons already made ; The Second to hinder the Clergy 
From making, any ſuch for the future, without leave from 
the Crown. | 2 
But that this is not the plain Intention of the 4, 
may very fairly be denied, for theſe Reaſons. 
Firſt, It could not be fo plainly intended to vacate 
all the Canons already made, becauſe there is a parti- 
cular Proviſo in the ſame Act, That ſuch Canons, Con- _ the 
ſtitutions, Ordinances and Synodals Provincial, being 
already made, which be not contraridnt, nor repugnant, u ,. 
to the Laws, Statutes and Cuſtoms of this Realm, nor to upon Br. 
the damage or hurt of the King's Prerogative-Royal, ſhall . og 
preſſin this Proviſo very unfairly : If Dr. V. omitted it, it could not be with 45 
ſign ; for it moſt certainly makes for him againſt Mr. 4. 
H 2 | 20w 


32 M.. A. 's iter pretation examined. 


now ſtill be uſed and executed as they were afore the ma- 
king of this Act, till ſuch time as they be view'd, arch d 

or otherwiſe order d and determin d, by the ſaid Two and 
thirty perſons, or the moſt part of them, according to the 
tenour, form and effect of this preſent Act. And there- 
fore it was ſuperfluous, and a downright Contradicti- 
on to forbid the Clergy to attempt or put in' ure any 
ſuch Canons, as at the ſame time the A intended to 
continue in force; So that it does not* ſeem. very 
plain, that the firſt Member of that Clauſe refers 

only, or at all, to old Canons. 3 
Nor, Secondly, does it ſo plainly appear, that 
the Clergy are tied up only from attempt ing any 
old Canons ; becauſe that Expreſſion, Or any 
other Canons, which is of a large Extent, ſeems 
to take in all ſorts, new and old, Foreign and Dome- 
ſtick, let them be of what kind ſoever ; and there- 
fore the Senſe can't be confin'd to thoſe already made. 

Thirdly, If old Canons only had been ſo plainly in- 
rended, tis very probable it had been ſo Expreſſed in 
the Act; For Parliaments in ſuch Caſes don't uſe to 
be ſparing of words, that they may prevent all Doubts 
and Ambiguities, and ſet their Senſe in as clear a 
Light as poſſible. The inſerting the word Old before 
Canons and Conſtitutions, had for eyer preyented all 
Diſputes ; that poor Monoſyllable would nor take 
up ſo much room, as that they ſhould omir ir upon 
that account. But if they intended to mean it, and 
yet on purpoſe forbore to inſert ir, 'tis certain they 
ſtudied Obſcurity; and deſigned to lay a foundation 
of perpetual Quarrels and Diviſions about their mean- 
ing. So that their not mentioning Old Canons in that 
Clauſe,is a good Evidence that they were never intend- 
ed by the Parliament ſolely to belong to it. In the Pre- 
amble 


* 


The firſt Clauſe of the Act examined. 


amble of the Act the Clergy promiſe, in verbo Sacerdy- 
tit, That they will never from henceforth preſume to at- 


_ - tempt, alledge, claim, or put in ure, or enatt, promulge, or 


execute any new Canons,&c. Now if in the former part of 
this Clauſe they meant (as Mr. A. affirms)old ones only, 
that they would never attempt, &c. It would have been 
highly neceſſary for them to have inſerted their mean- 
ing after put in ure; and if they meant it without 
Explaining themſel ves, they were guilty of a very 
great Neglect; for they could hardly expect that 
every body would be as good - natured as Mr. A. to 
divide and unite their Sentence, in ſuch a particular 
place, and underſtand a Subſtantive to be between 
theſe Verbs, when they have nor left the leaſt Inti- 


mation that they intended to have ir ſo. As to the 


Canons that have been already made, they pray after- 
wards that Conſideration may be had of them; and 
accordingly the At is paſs d with reference to their 
Petition, to prevent their Claiming a Power to make, 
or attempting to make, any Canons, without the leaſt 
mention of old Canons in that Clauſe; bur particu- 
lar Proviſions are made afrerwards in the Act with re- 
lation to them. So that if the C/ergy, or the Parliament 
intended to mean Old Canons only,in this firſt part of the 
Clauſe, (as Mr. A. would have them) they took no 
care to expreſs their meaning at all; which tis proba- 
ble they would have done, when the addition of 
one ſhort ſingle word would have put the matter out 
of diſpute for ever afrer. Where men mean honeſt. 
ly, as no doubt both the Clergy and Parliament did, 
there they uſually endeavour to expreſs themſelyes 
clearly. And therefore we ought to ute che ſame 
Honeſty and Sincerity in taking their words in ſuch 


a Senſe as they ſeem molt naturally to bear: And if 


the 
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quickly be at an end. 


Mf. A.'s Authorities not for him. 
the preſent Diſpute is put upon this Hue, it will 


A Fourth Reaſon why that part of the Clauſe does 
not reſtrain the Clergy from att?mpring and putting 
in ure old Canons only, is, That not one of the Au- 


_ thorities that Mr. A. has produced, fayour that Opi- 


p 118,29. 


24 Edit. 


p. 339. 


p 120,121 


executed without it; as that 


nion. What he urges from them all, amounts to 
no more than this, That the Clergy have no Power 
to make or execute any Canons without the Tings 


Licenſe. But as for attempting, , alledging, or putting 


in ure any new Canons, they take no notice of it ; and 
therefore he argues, That they never dreamt that the 
Clergy had loſt that Power of treating or forming the 


Draught of Canons ; They had a Right to proceed 
at leaſt thus far, without any Licenſe from the King 


to authorize their Debates. But their Silence in that 


particular cannot be brought for a Proof. All thoſe 


he cites, give a Summary Account only of the AF, 
and repeat what Power they have not, in relation to 


making Canons, but none of them ſay that the 


Convocation has the leaſt Power to act Synodically, 
except they have firſt obtained a Roya Licenſe. Mr. A. 
may as well argue, that my Lord Herbert was of 
opinion that the Convocation might make Canons 
without the King's Leave, becauſe he only mentions 


in one place, That r ſhall be promulged and 

ecauſe ſome have only 
ſaid they may make no Canons, they may notwith- 
ſtanding debate and treat about the making them. 
Some of thoſe Authors expreſs their ſenſe by one, ſome 
by two, and ſome by more Words of the Act; ſome by 


making, ſome by publiſhing, and ſome by putting in ure 


new Canons; which by the way is a good ſign that 


they thought that the firſt member of the Clauſe re- 
ferred 


ferred to New Canons, ſince putting in ure is a. part 
of that, and not of the ſeeond. But is Mr. A. ſure 
that by mating they did not intend the treating, or 
ſetting about che making 2 For to have a Licenſe to 
make, is to be empower d to do whatever is neceſſary 
in order to that end. Now to treat is neceſſary in or- 
der to making, but otherwiſe is of no uſe. If therefore 
the Clergy muſt have a Licenſe to make, (as he al- 
lows they muſt ) that alone may ſuffice to aſſure us, 
that they mult have a Licenſe to treat too, in order 
to that end. For as a Liberty to make, neceſlarily 
includes a Liberty of debating previouſly tliereunto; 
{o where the one is denied, it may juſtly be preſumed, 
that the other was intended to be reſtrained alſo. 
It being abſurd to ſuppoſe, that the Law ſhould have 
deſigned to tye up the Clergy from concluding, and 
yet to have given them a Liberty of treating, which 
is only of uſe in order to concluding. 

There are indeed Authors that ſay in ſome places, 
That rhe Conyocation can't make any Canons with- 
out the King's leave: But yet tis plain from other 
Paſſages, that they did not by that Expreſſion intend 
that the Convocation could do every thing that was 


Mr. Smalridge's Opinion about 4 Licenſe. * 35 


antecedent to making, without Leave. Mr. Smalridge Reſies. 
in one place ſays, That the Clergy promiſed to enact no b. 


New Canons, without the King s Afſent ; Vet tis plain 
from another Paſſage, that he thought they could 
do no-Church-Buſineſs at all without a Royal Li- 


cenſe. As for Fuller's Aſertion ( ſays he) that the Ibid. p 74. 


Convocation had no Commiſſion from the King to meddle 
with Church-Buſineſs ; it is ouly a Conjefture which he 
makes from the Silence of. the Records. So that 'tis 
evident, whatever he had ſaid before, he thought 
(with Fuller) a Licenſe neceſſary to empower them 15 

* 


38 Dx Zouch, Bp. Sanderſon for a Licenſe. 


do buſineſs; and only thinks that his Silence is not 
a Proof that they had it not. ED 
Dr. Zouch and Biſhop Sanderſon are other Evidences, 
that making Canons wich a Licenſe, does not imply a 
Power to do all other antecedent 4s without one. 
They both ſay in ſome places, That the Clergy can 
make no Canous without a Licenſe; but in others, That 
they can't ſo much as treat about making, without one. 
See. Sand. Ep. & Zouch deſer. Juris & Fudlicii Eccleſ. 
Seck. 1, 2. Which plainly proves againſt Mr. 4. 
That thoſe who ſay no more, than that the Clergy 
can make noCanons without a Licenſe, did not think 
that they could do all Church-Buſmeſs, that is pre- 
vious to the making a Canon, without ze. 1 
5. Another Reaſon why Mr. A. s Interpretation 
of the Act is falſe, is, Becauſe Mr. A. has produ- 
ced ſeveral ſubſtantial Authorities againſt it: One 
is The Authority of the Convocation it ſelf, which ſet 
out the Inſtitution of a Chriſtian Man, a few years af- 
ter they had ſubmitted. In the Dedication of that 
Book, the Clergy employ'd to compoſe it, addreſs'd 
the King after this manner: Without your Majeſty's 
Power and Licenſe, we acknow/edge and confeſs that we 
have none Authority either to aſſemble together for any 
pretence or purpoſe, or to publiſh any thing that might 
by us be agreed on or compiled. Mr. A. has indeed ci- 
ted this Paſſage as making for him; bur 'tis pretty 
difficult to find how it does ſo, without being well 
| $kilPd in his Arts of evading the Force of any Ar- 
guments. Theſe words (ſays he, with his uſual Aſ- 
ſurance) evidently imply a Power of agreeing upon, or 
compiling ( tho they deny that of publiſhing ) any De- 
termination or Doctrine. They evidently imply a 
Power, but tis as cyidently implied, and ſomething 
8 5 more, 


My. A. s Method of managing Controverſy. 


more, becauſe tis expreſs d, that they muſt have a 
Licenſe from the King to give it them. They con- 
feſs they mult have a Licenſe to meet together to act 
as a Conyocation, or for any pretence or purpoſe. But 
when Mr. A. was conlulting this Dedication, he might 
have found another Paſſage in it, worth his obler- 
ving. Towards the beginning of it the Clergy thus 
expreſs themſelves: Tour Highneſs commanded us now 
of late, to aſſemble our ſelves together, and upon the di- 
ligent Search and Peruſal of Holy Scripture, to ſet forth a 
plain and ſincere Doctrine, &c. Which is a plain acknow- 
ledgment that the King had aſſembled them, and that 
he had preſcribed them the Buſineſs they were to do. 
He might have cited this as well as the other, be- 
cauſe it concludes againſt him. For he has this very 
particular way of managing Controverſy, he is well 
aware what Authorities oppoſe his Notions: If they 
are downright Enemies, he denies them to be Legal 
Evidence : If by Fraud, or perverting their plain 
Senſe, he can reduce them to his Opinion, he takes 
that method for impoſing upon his Readers Credu- 
lity : And if Confidence of being in the right, can 
have any Influence, his Readers are ſure never to 
want a Byals. | 

Another Authority Mr. A. cites againſt his Expo- 
ſition of the AR, is Dr. Coſin, who lays down theſe 


Aſſertions. | 
Synodus Provincialis, vel Nationalis, convocari non 


debet abſque Principis reſcripto. 

Nec tractari, nec determinari poteſt aliquid in Syno- 
do, niſi conſentiente & aſſentiente Principe. 

Nihil habet vim legis, priuſquam Regius aſſenſus fue— 
rit adbibitus his que Synodus e cenſuertt. 


| The 
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Dedic. of 


the Inſt of 
a Chr. man. 


p. 450. 
2d Edit. 


8 W Dr Zouch, at wing Linde: * 5 

| 5 bulineſs; and only thinks chat hüs Silence is not 
a x Proof that they Pad it not. N 
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that mating C anons With a Licenſe, does not imply: : a - 
Power t6 36 aft other antecedent A, withour- one. 
They both fay.in ſome places, Thar the Clergy: can 
make noc without a Licenſe; but inothers, That 
* 5 they cant ſo much as rear about makinginbhont one. 


See Sand. Ep. & Zonch defer. Juris & Ts wm 
SHS, 25 "Which plainly proves againſt Nr. 4. 
That thofe who ſay no more, than that | 
can make no Canons without a „ did not pre 


that they could do all Church-Bulmeſs, chat is pre- 
Ws x0 28 making à Canon, without iz. 
F. Ahother Reaton Why Mr. 4. 
of the Act is falſe, is, Becauſe Mr. 4. ps 
ced Teveral fubſtaticial Authorities 2 againſt it: One 
b. is The Authority of the Conyvacation it felf, which ſet 
"WEIS out the-Bſtitution of a Chriſtian May, @ few years af 
ter they had-ſubmirted.' In the Dedication'bf that 
Book, the Clergy employ'd to compole ir, addreſsd 
the King after chis manner: Without your Majeſty's 
Power and Licenſe, we acknow!edge and confeſs that we 
have none Authority either to aſſemble together for any 
e Ge or pur * e, or to publiſh any thing that might 
by us be on or compiled. Mr. A. has indeed ci- 
ted this Paſſage as making for him; but tis pret 
difficult to God r ſo, without being well 
skill d in his Arts of evading the Force of any Ar- 

: N "Theſe words ( ſays he, with his uſual Af. 
urance ) evidently imply a Power of arguing upon, or 
compiling (tho they deny that of publiſhing ) any De- 
termination or Doctrine. They evidently imply a 
Power, but tis as 3 implied, and ſomething 
more, 
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more, becauſe tis expreſs d, that they muſt have a 
Licenſe from the King to give it them. They con- 
feſs they muſt have a Licenſe zo meet together to act 
as a Convocation, or for an) pretence or purpoſe. But 
when Mr. A. was conſulting this Dedication, he might 
have found another Paſſage in it, worth his obſer- 
ving. Towards the beginning of it the Clergy thus 


expreſs themſelves: Tour Highneſs commanded us now n.4;. ot 
of late, to aſſemble our ſelves together, and upon the di- theloſt of 
ligent Search and Peruſal of Holy Scripture,to ſet forth a Chr. man. 


plain and ſincere Doctrine, &c. Which is a plain acknow- 
ledgment that the King had aſſembled them, and that 
he had preſcribed them the Buſineſs they were to do. 
He might have cited this as well as the other, be- 


cCauſe it concludes againſt him. For he has this very 


particular way of managing Controverſy, he is well 
aware what Authorities oppoſe his Notions : If they 
are downright Enemies, he denies them to be Legal 
Evidence: If by Fraud, or perverting their plain 
Senſe, he can reduce them to his Opinion, he takes 
that method for impoſing upon his Readers Credu- 
lity : And if Confidence of being in the right, can 
have any Influence, his Readers are ſure neyer to 


want a Byals. 
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Another Authority Mr. A. cites againſt his Expo- p. 450. 
ſition of the Act, is Dr. Cofin, who lays down theſe 2d Edit. 


Aſſertions. | 
Synodus Provincialis, vel Nationalis, convocari nou 


debet abſque Principis reſcripto. 

Nec tractari, nec determinari poteſt aliquid in Syno- 
do, nift conſentiente S aſſentiente Principe. 

Nihil habet vim legis, priuſquam a 4 aſſenſus fue 
rit adhibitus his que Synodus 3 a cenſuerit. 


I | The 


8 
wee 
- 


bid. 


that has yet been offer'd, 


Mr. A.'s Notion of treating examined. 
Ihe Second of theſe making entirely againſt Mr. 4. 
he ſays, He would defire to be excuſed from Believing 
that it was drawn up by Dr. Colin. The Tables, it 
ſeems, were a Poſthumous Piece, and therefore Mr. A. 
thinks they were publiſhed by ſome [xworant, Defign- 
ing Hand, with this Alteration, to favour a Power - 
which King James the Firſt had at the very beginning 
of his Reign uſurped over the Church. Mr. 4. may” 
believe what he pleaſes; his Faith indeed feems to 
be more extenſive than his Charity; but tis to be 
hoped, chat there are ſome Men in the World that 
are better Friends to Truth, than to entertain an 


opinion of Mens Iguorance and Diſhoneſty, purely up- 
on Mr. A. s word. 2 
But Mr. A. need not have told us what he believes 
in this particular, ſince he has ſo good a Faculty of 
turning every thing to his own Senſe, tho the lite- 


ral meaning is never ſo much againſt him. For he 


ſays that there was a double Tractatus about any thing 


to be ordained in a Synod ; the one, ad proponendum Re- 


giæ Majeſtati ; the other, after Aſſent obtain d, ad de- 
cernendum & conſtituendum : Of this laſt ſort of treat- 
ing, Dr. Coſin may fairly be underſtood , which indeed 
zs the only one that is properly Synodical, the firſt being 
Novel and Foreign. Mult this fort of treating be 
meant by Dr. Con? Then he means nothing by de- 
termining; for this ſenſe of treating is the fame as 
determining. People may be deceived by ſuch Me- 
thods of interpreting, if they pleaſe. Contra pertina- 
ciam nullum remedium poſuit Deus. But if theſe be 
allowed, any Jeſuitical Interpretation of Scripture 


may pals for its true and 
genuine Senſe. 


The 


V... A. argues againſt himſelf. $9 


vide, conſult, and deliberate about matrers of Reli- 
gion; and that is the moſt obvious and natural Senſt 
of it; whether with a deſign to propoſe to, or con- 
ſult the Prince about the Debates, or not. But why 
is Mr. A. ſo poſitive, That the treating about any 
thing in a Synod, ad proponendum Regia Majeſtati, is 
Novel and Foreign? Eſpecially when in Fifteen Lines 
farther he contradicts it ( or, tis probable, had for- 
got what he had juſt ſaid, ſince his Memory is ſo ve- 
ry ſhort ) and gives Inſtances that the Practice was 
ancient and uſual amongſt us. I ſhall tranſcribe them 


%- 


The true meaning of treating in a Synod, is to ad- 


as he has delivered them. Act. MSS. Conv. incepte p ,;.. 


Fas. 20. 1541. Feb. 24. The Prolocutor brings in, Ca- 


pita quorundam decretorum contra blaſphemos, peryuros, 


& jurantes per Deum, & ejus ſacrum Nomen. Quibus 
lectis viſum eſt Reverendiſimo & reliquis patribus con- 
Judere Regiam Majeſtatem, in hac parte quid fit ſtatu- 
m. | | 
Mart. 17. Reverendiſimus cum Patribus legebat tres 
Schedulas , unam de ilegitimis contractis Matrimo- 
niis, Oc. ſuper quibus duxerunt Regiam Majeſtatem 
conſulendam. 


So that if Mr. A. will grant that theſe things 


were propoſed to the King, when 'he was conſulted 
about them, the practice is not ſo Noyel and Fo- 
reign. But tis probable he will find out a Method 
of conſulting the King upon matters, without pro- 
_—_ | 

But Mr. A. again forgetting where the Streſs: of 
the Diſpute lies, comes in effect ro give up his 
Cauſe. Drawing his Concluſions from his Premiſes, 
he ſums up all in theſe words: hon the Terms there- 
fore even of this Deciſion 1 Coſins, if indeed it 

TY 2 were 


. 453. 


— 


Dr. Zouch's Authority Vindicated. 


were his, the Convocation is ſuppoſed to have an Origi- | 


nal Right of treating de conſulendo Principe, and 
about every thing that was a neceſſary ſtep towards ſuch 
an Application; i. e. of treating preparatively in order 
to propoſe, that ſo they might obtain a farther leave of 


treating finally in order to decree. - But he might have 
remembred that he told us a little before, That 


Dr. Cofins ſaid there was no zraftatus to be, nifi con- 


ſentiente & aſſentiente Principe. Mr. A. thinks con- 
ſulto would be better for his purpoſe, that he has 


good Authority from MSS. for reading it ; his own 
Conjectures he means: But granting it ſhould be 
conſulto & aſſentiente Principe, it is plain then they 
are prohibited to treat about Church-Buſineſs, till 
the King has been adviſed with, and agrees that 
they may ſo treat and debate. But Dr. Cofins ſays 
nothing like the Clergy's —_ a Right to treat de 
conſulendo Principe ; or if he did, would it make any 
thing at all for Mr. A. becauſe if the King does nor 
forbid their ſitting, there's no body denies them the 
liberty of petitioning. So that what Senſe ſoever 
tractari is to be taken in, which can never be the 
ſame with determinari, becauſe then it could not 
have been uſed with it; "tis certain that the King's 
Leave or Licenſe is declared to be neceſſarily preyi- 
ous to it. | 

The next Authority againſt Mr. 4.'s Opinions, is 
Dr. Zouch; But be, as Mr. A. ſays, relied implicitly 
on Cofins's printed Tables, and from thence tranſcribed 
theſe Poſitions, almoſt verbatim, into his Deſcriptio 


Juris & Judicii Eccleſiaſtici, and therefore that is no 
vew Authority. 


But this, according to Mr. A. s Method is ſaid at 
all adventures. Dr. Zouch was a man of great Senſe 


and 


The Reſolutions of the Judges againſt Mr. A. 
and judgment, and of extraordinary Skill in his 
Profeſſion, and therefore would not rely on another's 
Opinion, without fully conſidering the Reaſons why 
he did it. He takes no notice in the leaſt of Dr. Co- 

fins, but gives his own Opinion upon the Act of Par- 
liament, without mentioning any others. He delivers 
it indeed as a Notion commonly received, but refers 
to no Authority. And therefore his Senſe of this 
matter, declaring the Neceſſity of a Royal Licenſe, be- 
fore the Convocation can treat of any Buſineſs that re- 
lates to the Church, ought to be deciſive: Eſpecially 


when it has never been oppoſed either in Fact, or by 


Writing, till within theſe: Three or Four Years. 


4 


The laſt Authority is the Reſolutions of the Judges Ibid. 


in Cote s Reports; Which, Mr. A. ſays, if narrowly 
look d into, abundantly juſtify and confirm the Accounts 
he has given: And, indeed, it requires a very narrow 


inſpection to ſee his Accounts there juſtified. They 
are, as he cites them, thus: | | 


1. A Convocation cannot Aſſemble without the Aſſent 
of the King. 
2. After their Aſſembly, they cannot confer to conſti- 
' tute any Canons, without Licenſe from the King. 
3. When upon Conference they conclude any Canons, 


het they cannot Execute them without the Royal 


Now the natural meaning of theſe Reſolutions 
ſeems to be this, That the Convocation cannot aſſem- 
Ile but by the King's Authority; nor attempt the conſti- 
tuting, Or Debate about conſtituting any Canons, without 
his Licenſe ; nor when after Debating, they are come 


to Reſolutions, can they Execute them without the 


Royal 


1 
i 
| 
{1 
k 
| 
| 
| 


P. 454. 


p. 455. 


Mr. A's Evaſions. 


Royal Afent : This ſenſe, I am ſure, the Words na- 


turally bear ; and they can't be underſtood other- 
wiſe, without putting a ſtrange force upon them. 


For the Words, Cannot confer to conflitute, upon which 
the Diſpute turns, clearly forbid them to confer about 


Conſtituring, or with a deſign to conſtitare any Canons, 

unleſs the King firſt ſends his Licenſe to that End. 
But it is neceſſary to conſider, what Senſe Mr. A. 
upon his narrow loot ing into theſe Expreſſions, has found 
out for them. Why, to confer to confliture, if we 
may believe him, is ſo to confer, as to conſtitute ; and 
therefore the Fudges intended only in the Second, what 
they re-capitulate in the Third ; namely, upon conference 
to conclude; and that he is very poſitive is the only 
meaning of rhe Second Table. By this method of 
Explaining, Mr. A. is ſure never to be at a ſoſs; and 
tis no great Wonder that he can with ſo much aſſu- 
rance deny chat he ever ask d any Favour of the Bi- 
ſhop of Sarum; which is very true, if by that is 
meant, that upon asking, there was no preferment 
obtained. And 'tis plain, he muſt mean that by it, 
or elſe it would ſuppoſe Mr. 4. to ask what was 
_ granted; which would be abſurd and impoſſ- 

le. | | | 

But he urges, Thar unleſs by conferrimg to conſtitute 
in the Second Determination, the ſame be meant as by 
concluding upon Conference in the Third ; there is no 
Branch of this Opinion wherein a Licenſe to decree Ca- 
ons u declared neceſſary : for in the Second they will be 
forbid only to treat about Conſt ituting, and in the Third 
ro Execute. Bat as to the Synodical Act which comes be- 
tween theſe two, viz. Their conſtituting, making, or fi- 
nal paſſmg, of Canons ; nothing will be determined con- 
cerning it. But this Objection is not to the * 
| What 


Ihe Judges Opinions appealed to. 
What Licenſe is required to the making and conſti- 
tuting Canons, is not now the Point in diſpute; tis 
certain that theſe 7ables forbid the treating about con- 
Stituting Canons without a Licenſe ; and it they could 
not treat without a Licenſe, to be ſure they could 
not make Canons without one: But however, the 
Power to make and conſtitute Canons after having a 
Licenſe, is implied in the Second Determination; for 
the ſame Licenſe that empowers them to confer to 
conſtitute, authorizes them alſo to make and conſti- 
tute Canons, but not to execute them, without the 


Royal Aſſent. With the King's Licenſe they may 


confer about conſtituting Canons, may, upon their Con- 
ference conclude, that is, make and conſtitute, and 
with his Aſſent may afterwards execute them. And 
this is evidently the true and unforced Interpreta- 
tion of the Reſolutions of the Fudges ; And I ſubmit to 
the Opinions of their Lordſhzps, that the Convoca- 
tion cannot confer to conſtitute Canons without the 


King's Licenſe ; and I deſire nothing more, than that 


they would Explain themſelves upon it ; and if they 
think this Explication falſe, I ſhall very readily ac- 
quieſce in their Determinations, wharever they may 
be. To their Judgments therefore I appeal; and I 


heartily with, they would be deſired to put an End 


to this unhappy Controverſy. 
T take it for granted, that all Ads of Parliament 


were deſigned to be Expreſs'd clearly and plainly ; 
and that the Reſolutions of Judges about them were 


not delivered in ambiguous Terms, but ſuch as thoſe 
who are unacquainted with the Law, might very caſi- 


ly underſtand. And now let this whole Controvetſy 


be put upon this Iſſue : If every one would but make 
uſe of his own Senſes and Underſtanding, and pats 


Judg-. 
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Practice againſt Mr. A. 
Judgment upon the Ad of Parliament of 25 H. 8. 
without prejudice, according to the ſenſe that the 


Words ſeem naturally to have, and which they have 
always been received in; and then tis very proba- 


ble, that there would not be many different Opini- 


ons about the Matters now in diſpute. An unwary 
Reader may be ſeduced by Mr. As. forced Interpre- 
tations, and his diſingenuous perverting the natural 
meaning of Words; by his ſcornful manner of treat- 
ing his Adverſaries, and by that aſſuming Air, and 
poſitive way of Expreſſing himſelf, that appears thro? 
his whole Work ; bur if he will take the Liberty to 
Judge for himſelf, and believe that Words ſignify, ac- 
cording to the uſual Acceptation of them, he will 
then act fairly, and like a Chriſtian, be led by his 
own Conſcience and Perſuaſion, not follow blindly 
the Cry of a Party, and not believe that every one 
is in the Right, that has confidence enough to ſay 

he is ſo. | | ; 
Laſtly, it is not very Evident that Mr. 4.'s In- 
terpretation is the plain Intention of the Act; be- 
cauſe the Practice ever ſince declares the Contrary. 
It can't perhaps be made appcar, that the Convocation 
never acted at all till they had a Licenſe ; but tis cer- 
rain that it can't be proved, that ever they attempted any 
Canons Without one. Sometimes Licenſes were ſent 
in Writing, which the Convocation in Edward the Sixth's 
time, petitioned for,as I ſhall ſhew by and by ; ſome- 
times, probably, it was deliycred by Word of Mouth ; 
and ſometimes under the Broad or Privy Seal, 
which method , if it was not older, has how- 
ever a Hundred years Preſcription. That a Licenſe 
ſhould be under the Bread Seal, is not neceflary ; nor 
is it required by the Act of Parliament. And here 
the 
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The Petition of the Conv. of 1 E. VII 45 
the main ſtreſs of this part of the Diſpute lies, Whe- 
ther the Convocation, when called by the King's Writ, 
can Act as ſuch, can treat or do any buſineſs Sy- 
nodically, without a particular Licenſe, from the 
KAY. .. . .* at. 

And this matter may be farther. decided by the 
Practice of the lower Houſe of Convocation in 1 E. 6th. | 
Theſe Men were, probably, moſt of them alive, if 
not preſent, at the making of the Submiſſion in Cop- 
vocation in H. the Eighth's time; and therefore beſt 
Judges of the ſenſe and deſign of it. Their Petition, 

which is to be ſeen at large in Biſhop Stilling fleet's tren.r7388. 
Irenicum, has ſome very remarkable Expreſſions in it; 

after it had recited the Statutes of the 25 and 27 of 

H. the Eighth, and the Promiſe of che Clergy ; 

That they never from thenceforth would preſume to at- 

tempt, alledge, claim or put in ure, or enact, promulge 

or execute any new Canons, Conſtitutions, Ordinances, 

Provincial or other, or by whatſoever other Name they 

ſhall be called in the Convocation, unleſs the King's moſt 

Royal Aſſent and Licenſe may to them be had, to make, 

promulge and execute the ſame : And his Majeſty to give 

his moſt Royal Aſſent and Authority in that behalf, upon 
pain of every one of the Clergy doing the contrary ; and 
being thereof convict, to ſuffer Impriſoument, and make 

Fine at the King s Will, &c. It concludes thus: The 

ſaid Clergy being preſently aſſembled in Convocation by 

Authority of the King's Writ, do defire that the King's 

; Majeſty's Licenſe, in writing, may be for them obtained 

: and granted according to the Effect of the ſaid Statutes, 

. authorizing them to attempt, entreat and commence of 


ſuch matters, and therein freely to give this conſent, 
r which otherwiſe they may not do, upon pain and peril 
0 premiſed. | 


e K Alſo 


46 - Mr. A.'s Objections againſt it conſider d. 

Alſo the ſaid Clergy defireth, that ſuch matters as con- 
cerneth Religion, which be diſputable, may be quietly aud 
in good wth , reaſoned and diſputed amongſt them in 
this Houſe, whereby the Verities of ſuch matters ſhall the 
better-appear. And the Doubts being opened, and reſolutely 
diſcuſſed, Men may be fully perſuaded, with the quietneſs 
of their Conſciences, and the time well ſpent. 


Now if this Petition can be proved to be authen- 
tick, it muſt be granted to ſpeak the Minds of the 
Clergy of thoſe times: But Mr. 4. who never wants 
Art to diſguiſe and perplex the cleareſt Evidence, has 
ſeveral things to urge againſt this; and theſe muſt 
be conſidered. Whether his Objections are material 
or not, is not what he ſeems to deſign. If they can 
amuſe and confound his Reader, and carry him off 
from regarding the main Point, - he gains his End, as 
much as if he had argued all the while to the pur- 
pole. | | 


His firſt Objection he grounds upon the Silence of 
the ſhort Afts of that Convocation, preſerved by Archbiſhop 
Parker, i» relation to the Petition. But theſe Acts he 
mentions are very ſhort, and contain litrle more than 
Matters of Form, and ſome few Heads of what was 
then in Agitation. However, even from them it ap- 
pears, that they did not attempt to make any Canons, 
and it lies upon Mr. 4. to ſhew that they did. The 
Silence of thoſe Minutes is no proof; and the Peti- 


tion might be approved and * by the lower 
Clergy, tho' they mention nothing of it. 
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| | His ſecond Reaſon why the Petition was not pre- 
ſented, is, Becauſe it had in all probability been one 
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e Petition preſented. 


of the firſt Steps the Convocaticn would have talen; how 


ſoon it was preſented , does not appear; it is very” 


probable it was deliver'd before that motion was made, 
which Mr. 4. refers to the Statute of the fix Articles, 
becauſe in theſe Petitions ſent to the Biſhops a little 
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before this, which were the firſt Requeſts that were 


made, we find not one word of a Motion concern- 
ing the fix Articles, which certainly would have been 
taken notice of by Biſhop Cramer, had there then 
been offered any. thing of that nature. But all this 
Arguing of Mr. A. is bringing his Conjectures againſt 
a plain matter of Fact: That the Clergy of the lower 


Iren Ibid. 


Houſe deſired a Licenſe to treat, is certain; and it is 
as certain that their Petition was preſented; becauſe 


otherwiſe Archbiſhop Cranmer, in whoſe Manu- 
{cripts it is, and to whom it was preſented, would 
not have had it, nor ſhould we probably have known 
any thing at all of it. | 


But it will be demanded why the lower Houſe 
ſhould be ſuffered to aſſemble and ſit ſo long, if a 


Licenſe was not deſigned them,-and they could nor 


act without one > The true Account of that mat- 
ter is this : King Edward the Sixth, ar the very be- 
ginning of his Reign, was reſolved to enter upon a 
thorough Reformation of Religion. In order to this, 
a Parliament and a Convocation were ſummoned : 


by the one, a great many Statutes relating to Religion See Seil. 


were recalled, and Liberty allowed for profeſſing the Goſpel 


Iren. Ibid. 
Fox's Mar- 


according to the Principles of the Reformers; and all per- tyrol. 
ſons that were baniſhed for Religion were called home. Tom a. 


But for the better E/tabliſhing Religion and the Publick 
Order for Divine Worſhip, it was neceſlary that the 


Clergy ſhould be conſulred : but then it was not at 
K 2 firſt 


But no Licenſe obtained. | 
firſt reſolved, whether this weighty Concern ſhould 
be referred to a ſelect Number of Divines, or to the 
whole Convecation. This being for ſome time in ſuſ- 
pence, and the Clergy, tho" met in Convocation, ha- 
ving no Licenſe to Act, the Lower Houſe ſent up ſome 
Petitions to Archbiſhop Cranmer, and the other Biſhops. 
Thoſe Peritions which are fer down by Biſhop 
Stilling fleet, being ſent to the Biſhops, and no Anſwer 
returned to them, they made and preſented that 
other which I have now mentioned for the obtaining a 
Licenſe. But what Effect ſoever that had, tis cer- 
tain that, according to the Tenour of their firſt Peti- 
tion, a ſelect Number of Divines were ſoon after 
called by the King's Order at Windſor-Caſtle, where 
after long, learned, wiſe and deliberate Advices, they 
did ſeverally conclude, and agree upon one uniform Order. 
But in the Convocation there was nothing done, of that 
nature, and that could be only for want of a Licenſe ; 


for they ſat (according to Mr. 4.) for ſome Weeks, and 


had probably went upon Buſineſs of Conſequence, if 
they had been permitted. Bur it being thought more 
adviſable to refer that whole Matter to a ſeleft Aſem- 
bly of Divines, it was at laſt reſolved upon according- 
ly; and the Convocation did no more interpoſe in that 
Affair. The Reaſon why' they far all that while, (ſince 
we muſt take Mr. 4.'s word for it that they did) I 
have accounted for; and why they did not Add, was, 
as themſelves confeſs, for want of a Licenſe: And 
upon that account ir was that they did not pre- 
ſume to attempt, alledge, claim, or put in ure, any 


Canons, new or old, which they were forbid to do 


by the Submiſſion-Act. And upon this the whole 
Difpute turns. They owned that they had no 
Power to meddle with any Buſineſs without 
IN” FRO | | a I icenſe, 


% * . * T7 w 


MM.. A.'s Objection has neither Truth or Force. 
A Licenſe, tho they were before called by the King's 


Writ, and tho he did not forbid them at firſt to ſit. 


And what Reſtraints. they were under, the Clergy 
are ſtill under now; and the Convocation can no more 
Act without a Licenſe, than the Clergy did then. So 
far they may go ; farther they cannot. And this 
Practice of the Convocation is of fo great Importance, 
and the Judgment and Senſe of the Clergy then, may 
ſerve ſo very much to ſer men right now, that I ſhall 
think it neceſlary to remove every Objection, tho 
never ſo trifling, that Mr. 4. has drawn up againſt 
them. 
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His Third Objection is, The Paper it ſelf (that p. 443 
part of it I mean which prays a Licenſe ) has ſuch ma- ad kit. 


nifeſt Miſtakes in relation to the Submiſſion of the Cler- 
gy, and the Statute enatting that Submiſſion, as one 
cannot ſuppoſe the whole Lower Houſe of Convocation 
could well fall into. For it confounds the Preamble of the 
Al with the Body of it ; reciting that part of the Sta- 
tute which declares the Penalties, and an whole Proviſo, 


- 


at the end of it, as if they had been the very Words of, 


the C ws A Submiſſion ;, which it is manifeſt they were 


not, and could not be. | 
This Objection has no Truth, or if it had, has 


yet no Strength to ſupport it. For there are nei- 


ther Miſtakes nor Confuſions in the Petition. Ir gives 
an Alſtract of the Clergy's Submiſſion, and the Statutes 
conſequent upon it; and it is caſy enough to diſtin- 
guiſh which 1s alluded to in every part of it, It is 
alſo falſe, That the Statute which declares the Pe- 
nalties, and an who'e Proviſo at the end of it, are re- 


cited as if they had been the very Words of the Clergy s dee theve. 


ICH at 


Submiſſion. For tis certain the Petition refers to che 17g in 


Statute, and not to the Submiſſion, as is evident che e 
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Ie Cofiſtbne of tif bw ele 
from the Words that immediately follow the Previſo 
which he means, viz. Which Sratnte is eſtſoons re- 
newed and eſtabliſbed in tha 27th yer of the Reign 
the ſaid moſt Noble King, -as by the Tenor of both Sta- 
tutes more at large will appear. But had the Cle 
been a little confuſed in making their Alſtract, yet 
that can't paſs for an Evidence againſt the Petition's 
being Authentic. {ot FH, UTE 

It has been indeed the Obſet vation of ſome Rea- 
ders, more nice, I think, than wiſe, that The Rights, 
Powers, and Privileges of an Engliſh Convocation, 
was the Device of more projecting mens Pens than 
one, That ſeveral ſowre and melancholy Collectors 
of Scandal, and old Records, had contributed their 
Common-Places to patch up this Work, and that 
Mr. A. had little more to add to it, than a Word or 
two in the Title Page: That if there had been but 
One Compiler, it would not have appeared ſo con- 
fus'd and immethodical ; more Order, and a better 
Connection would have been obſerved; all Contra- 
dictions would have been avoided, eſpecially with- 
in a few Pages, and fometimes in the ſpace of Ten 
or Twenty Lines. But Mr. 4. ought not to be de- 
nied the Honour of being the Author, upon ſuch 
Suggeſtions. Too many Materials might occaſion 
Confuſions and Diſtractions, and Haſte in tranſcri- 
bing, and Inconſiderateneſs, might lay a ſure founda- 
tion for Abſurdities and Contradictions. This how- 
ever may ſhew the Invalidity of Mr. 4. Objection, 
founded on the Miſtakes and Confuſions that ma 
appear to him in the forementioned Petition of the 
Clergy. 2 

He can't have done with this Petition, without 
throwing ſome of his Spiteful Reflections upon the 


Biſhop 


Mr. A. s Reflect. upon Bp. Stillingfleet wnjuſt. J u. 


Biſhop of Sarum, and Biſhop S7 illing fleet about it. 
My Lord of Sarum (ſays he) p. 444. not informing 

us whether the Paper from whence he tranſcribed this 

Form, was an Original (as when it is ſo, he generally 

does) / muſt take leave to ſuſpect that it was not. This 

and the following Inſinuations upon his Lordſhip, 

are very unfair; for Mr. 4. muſt be ſenſible thar 
my Lord of S. could not call it an Original, and be- 

cauſe he does not, we may be ſure it was not one; 
for Biſhop Stilling fleet had copied it into his Trenicum, 

near Twenty Years before; and his Lordſhip's ſay- 

ing ſo little, was, no doubt, becauſe Biſhop Sri//ing- 

fleet had ſaid ſo much, and had ſo well defended its 

being genuine, that one would have thought it 
ſhould never have been controverted 

Indeed Biſhop Stilling fleet, ſays he, who firſt produ- 

ced it, ſeems to ſay, That it was found among Archbi- 

ſhop Cranmer's Papers. Men that act fairly, don't 

uſe to mince matters thus: That Biſhop does not 
ſeem 10 ſay, but ſays it poſitively, That it was Authen- 
tick ; That it was Archbiſhop Cranmer's own MS. ; and 

That by the Hand of Providence it came happily into 
bis Hands; Iren. p. 386 That he exatly tranſcribed 
it out of the Original, and had obſerved generally the 

Form of Writing at that time uſed, p. 393. Which the 
Reader chat is curious in theſe matters may conſult. 

He gives an Account of ſeveral other Papers bound 
together in a Large Volume by Archbiſhop Cranmer. 
Mr. A. may cite his hidden Records as he pleaſes, 
and endeayour to impoſe upon the credulous part of 
the World, with Authorities which no body knows 
where to find. Truth is ſeldom aſhamed to ſhew 
her Face: Why does he not always tell whence he 
drew his Papers? that it may be ſeen whether he * 
| ; acte 


Fl 


Mr. A. deſired to produce bis Records. = 
acted fairly or not; whether there are no-Forgeries, 
and fly Practices, as a gteat many people ſuſ- 
pect, and not without ground. If he will uſe Print- 
ed Books thus untowardly, what may not we think 


he will do with MSS. that lye in the dark. The Bi- 
ſhop of S. has I think too much reaſon to complain 
of being thus unfairly dealt with. He often accuſes 
the Biſhop's Hiſtory of Miſtakes, but does not inform 
bim by what Authority, whether from MSS. his own 


or other mens Suggeſtions. In God's Name let Truth 
come out, let him produce what he has to urge 
againſt that Biſhop, but let him act fairly and aboye- 


board; let him ſhow us where to find his Authors, 


that they may be examined; that his Lordſhip may 


either be entirely vindicated, or be prevailed with, 


as I dare engage he will, upon thorough Conviction, 
to correct his Miſtakes. - * 


As to the preſent Diſpute about. the Power of a 


Convocation, he can't long impoſe upon us; the 


main Points may eaſily be decided, and thoſe Diſ- 
guiſes he has thrown upon them, won't be long a 
plucking off. A great part of the Controverſy turns 


upon the Authority and Senſe of the Petition of the 
Convocation of E. 6. I am now conſidering. And 
I don't queſtion but the Reader is well ſatisfied that 
it is Authentick. 25 


But if it were ſo, Mr. Atterbury has this further to 


ſay to it : That if we allow this Petition to have been 
actually offered, yet it is certain that it had not its Ef- 
fect, and that no Licenſe in writing iſſued upon it. .I 
don't know any body that ſays there did; tis indeed 
certain they had none, nor did they do any Synoclical 
Act; however, what they did, was not within the 
Act that forbid them to attempt to mate any new Ca- 

non 
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Mr. A.'s Skill in Elijtory. © 33 
rvayt, ox to ſettle any onder iu relation to Religion; 
and it lies upon Mr. A. to prove that they did. Ali 
that was done of that nature, was by a ſeled Num- 
ber of -Divines ; and what he calls As of the Conve- 
cation, were chiefly Petitions to the Biſhops : So that 


tis evident their Doubts were not ver- ruled, and the 
Judges or the King's Council could 'not poſſibly give 
their Opinions againſt the neceſſity of ſuch a Licenſe ; 
ſaace the Convocation had none, and neither did, or 
durſt it act wirhout one. And tis certain that Archbi- 
ſhop Craumer, who has left us this Paper, would have 
ſet ſome Mark of Diſlike upon it, if it had been 
either needleſs or over- ruled. We are not therefore 
in the dark as to the Event of that Petition; it was 
preſented beyond diſpute, but no Licenſe was iſſued 
out upon it, for the Convocation to enter upon Buſineſs; 
and tis certain they did none that could be inter- 
preted the attempting to make a Canon. And their 
doing no Buſineſs of that nature without a Licenſe, 
ſnews that they could not do any; and that it was 
the univerſal opinion of thoſe times, that they had 
no Right by the Laws for their proceeding to act as a 
Synod, till a Licenſe was granted; which does in effect 
amount to a determination of the Point in queſtion. 

But Mr. A. toſhew his Skill in H;ftory, is for aſſign- p 417. 
ing ſome probable Reaſons why the Clergy might 24 Edi, 
preſear ſuch a Petition for a Licenſe, tho they were 
convinced it was not neceſſary. Bur theſe Reaſons, 
as it happens, are every one of them falſe. Neither 
his Z:ftorical Account, nor his Judgment upon it, 
ſuppoſing it juſt, can poſſibly be allowed. He cells 
us, the very Time and Circumſtances in which the 
Petition was framed, will ſufficiently account for it, and 
ſbew us the unreaſonableneſs f ſetting up this Iuſtan 


Mr. Al, Eyaſions diſcovered. 

as.a Precedent. Ihe Nation was then in an high Fer- 
ment, and the Popiſh Party hot h iu the Convocation; and 
out of it, ſtrong; and to be ſure, watchful" to make uſe 
of all advantages againſt the Reforming Clerg y; in whom 
therefore it might be prudent to arm themſelves for the 
Great Work they were going about (a thorough Refor- 
mation of the Doctrine — Diſcipline of the Church) 
with the largeſt Powers they could procure, whether in 
ſtrictneſs of Law they needed them or not. They them- 
ſelves could not well doubt whether they had ſuch à Free- 
domi Debate as they were permitted to enjoy by H. 8. 
himſelf ; a Prince jealous to the utmoſt of every the leaſt 


Encroachment on his Prerogative, and careful to put eve- 
ry Method he fairly could in practice, which might be of 


uſe to humble the Clerg y. This Petition therefore cannot 
be ſuppoſed to expreſs their Senſe of the Act, but their 
Fears rather of the Conſtruction which ſome of the Men 
in Power might put upon it. And under this View a Li- 
cenſe might appear, tho not neceſſary in it ſelf, yet uſe- 
ful to prevent the Malice of their Enemies, and to allay 
the Doubts of their Friends : To take away all excuſe 
from thoſe who pretended to be under the Awe of that 
Statute, and every way increaſe and animate their Party. 

Indeed it would be a yery good way of animating 
and increaſing their Party, to give up a known and a 
certain Right, and to leſſen and ſink their Eccleſia- 
ſtical Authority, by asking a Licenſe to Act, when they 
had an entire Liberty without it. Such a degrading 
themſelves, would not be a likely way to gain 
many Proſelytes. Moſt men naturally love Pow- 
er, (as Mr. A. well knows) and are apt enough 
to run in with thoſe that can put them into 2 
method of ruling and inſulting others, without 
conſidering or enquiring whether their Pretences 
: are 


- His Objections very frivolous. 55 
are juſt or not. So that ſuch a Sab miſton would rather 
diſhearten than encourage their Party, and would 
much ſooner leſſen than increaſe them. 
But why ſhould this Petition proceed from Fear? 
One would think this Author lid not know that 
Edward the Sixth was of the Reform d Religion; and 
| therefore I ſhall beg leave to inform him, That not 

only Himſelf, but the Protector and the Archbiſhop 
were of the {ame Perſuaſion too. And if theſe were 
their Friends, they had no great reaſon to be much 
afraid of thoſe in Power. | | « | 
Nor, if the Clergy in Convocation had a liberty | 
to debate without a Licenſe, would they have peti- 
tioned for one, becauſe of any advantages the Popiſh i 
Party could make uſe of againſt them: Becauſe for this | 
very reaſon they would have omitted it. The Popiſþ | 
Party always objected: againſt the Reformed Clerg y, | þ 
their Loſs of Power, and their reſigning of their Pri- | 
vileges into the hands of their Prince: And there- 
fore if the Clergy had ſtill retained their Liberty of 
treating and hiring about making Canons without | 
the King's Leave, they would certainly have made | 1 
uſe. of it, to anſwer all Oljections that were urged | | 
againſt them of that nature; and to make it appear | 
that it was only a Calumny of their Enemies, that 
they were under ſuch Reſtraints. So that what Mr. A. 
| objects from the Time and Circumſtances in which 

the Petition was framed, plainly makes and concludes _ 
>» | againſt himſelf: Becauſe if the Reformed Clergy had 
I ſuch a Liberty without a Liceyſe, they would cer- 
tainly have made uſe of it, at a time when they had 
the Supreme Power on their ſide; and when their ma- | 
ag uſe of it would have been an evident Proof that 3 
| the Objections of their Enemies were falſe and 3 | 
| groundleſs. L 2 But 


Nr 


W 


7.448. 


MF. A. much ant in his C onjectures. 
But what does Mr. A. mean when he ſays, That theCler. 


gu enjoyed the freedum of delat ing in H. g. s times To ſay 


they had ſuch a freedom of debating about making Ca- 
nons, before the Submifton Act, is ridiculous and im- 
pertinent: And to ſay that they ſo acted afterwards; 
without a Licenſe, is what is indeed very uſual with 
him, to aſſert confidently what he knows, or might 
know. at leaſt, he can't prove. For the Clergy neither 
exerciſed nor claimed tuch a Power afterwards,cither 
in his or any ok the Proteſtant Princes Reigns in Exg- 
land. And when he can prove that they did, then let 
him with his Infulting Air require Dr. Wake to ſubmit. 

What he inſmuates, concerning the Commons making. 
once: a Requeſt fur Liberty of Speech, 18 trifling and in- 
ſignificant: Was there ever any 4 to reſtrain them 


Did they ever petition for a. Licenſe in writing > Or has 


it been the Practice at any time ſince, to have a Licenſe 
to debate under the Broad or Privy Seal, as the Cler- 


gy have had for this Hundred Years, beſides the 


Writs by which they arc ſummoned ? If they have 
„ his Inſtance is Foreign, and neither fhews 

eading or Ju „ 

The Concluſion of the whole Matter is this: If 

the Petition for a Licenſe in Edw. 6:h's time is Au- 

thentick; if it was preſented, as certainly it was; if 


the Clergy could have no reaſon for their making and 
preſenting it, but the ſenſe of their having no Power 


ro Act without it, tis certain they were of opinion, 

That they were reſtrained by the Act of Parliament; 
and that they were abliged not to enter upon Buſineſs 
till they were empower d, as the Ad ſpecifies, by a 
Royal Licenſe. Moſt of them lived, and were pro- 
bably preſent at the making of the Submiſſion; and 
therefore they were ſenſible it would be flying in the 


Face 
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The Conv. no Power to attempt without a Licenſe. 57. 
Face of Authority, and acting in direct Oppoſition to 
their former Opinions, to break a Statute which had 


limited them by their own Promiſe and Conſent. And 
therefore tho they might fit for Fve or Six Weeks, yet 
wanting the King's Grant to authorize them to At- 
tempt the making any Canons or Conſtitutions, they 
did not violate any part of the Statute, by attempt- 
ing any ſuch Canons, and ſo were ſent home with- 


out fo much as treating or debating about any mat- 


ters of that kind. The management of that whole 
Affair being committed to a ſelect Number of Divines. 
I think it would have been ſufficient to have ſet 
down this Petition, and the Ad of Parliament which 
occaſion d it, and left it to the Reader to judge fox 
himſelf of the true and natural meaning and intent 
of it, without adding any Remarks upon it. But Mr. 4. 
having taken ſo much pains to obſcure and perplex 
it, made it neceſſary to examine the grounds of his 
Conjectures; and to make even that clear and evi- 
dent, which one would have thought could never 


have been miſtaken. 


Hitherto it ſeems pretty Evident, that a Conveca- 
tion, when called by the Xing's Writ, and permitted 
by him to fit, had no Power to attempt any new Ca- 
nons without a particular Licenſe ; at leaſt, that they 
thought they had none. 6 
But if they had no other Precedent but this, and 
the Convecations ever ſince had deliberated and advi- 
ſed about making Canons without a Licenſe ; Cuſtom - 
perhaps, and Preſcription , might by ſome Men be 


thought to have decided againſt the Neceſſity of it. 


Therefore the Practice of Convccatious ſince mult 
be Examined for a farther Illuſtration of this matrer. 
And if it appears that Preſcription and Inmemorial 

; , Cuſtcns.- 


Cuſtom for Licenſes. 
Cuſtom do plead in the behalf of the King's Licenſe, 
beſides his Writ, by which the Convocation is ſum- 


moned, the Controverſy, one may hope, will ſoon 


be at an End, and the falſe Colours that have been 


put upon it, will be taken off. But that part of the 


Diſpute being undertaken by another Hand, who has 
engaged to oblige the World with the particular Ac- 
counts of the Practice of Convocatious in relation to 
Licenſes, 1 ſhall offer nothing more upon it. What Re- 
mains there are of Licenſes in Queen Elizabeth's time, 
and how diſtin from the Writ of Summons, I ſhall 
leave to that Hand to account for: As alſo to ſhew 
how diſingenuoufly Mr. A. has dealt in that whole 
matter. ; 22 1 
It is undeniable, that in the firſt Year of King 
James the Firſt, (and it is not probable he would 
pretend to a Power beyond his Predeceſlors ſo ſoon) 
the Convocation acted by the Authority of a Royal 
Licenſe, and they have never ſince that time done any 
buſineſs from which the Act reſtrained them, without 
one. - Thar rhe Licenſe was always under the Broad 
Seal, I will not affirm; it is not required by the Act, 
nor is there any Streſs laid upon it. As to the Chuſing 
a Prolocutor, and having Prayers and a Sermon, there is 
no body aſſerts, that I know of, that they muſt be qua- 
lified by a Licenſe for Proccedings of that nature. 


Mr. 4. might have ſpared his Learned Pains and 


Eloquence in producing Inſtances of that kind, and 
declaiming upon the Uſefulneſs and Adyantage of 
continuing them. But what buſineſs ſoever they may 
proceed upon, without a Licenſe, if the King ſhould 
give them leave to fit ; tis certain, that if he denies 
them that Liberty, and that he has a Right ſo to do, 
tis no great matter which ſide has the advantage in 
this parr of the Diſpute. he [ have 


Mr. A.'s Aſſertion Oppos d. 59 
] have now conſider'd the moſt material Points of | 
Mr. A. s Book; have ſhown, that all his Arguments 
are deſective, and that he has neither Law nor Cu- 
ſtom to ſupport his Cauſe. He has not produced 
one ſingle Precedent to ſhew, That the Clergy ever ſat, 
or attempted to make Canons in their Convocatious, ſince 
the Adt was made that reſtrain d them, unleſs when call- 
ed upon by the King, and empowered by his Licenſe. 

And therefore I ſhall venture to Oppoſe this to 
Mr. 4-s confident Aſſertion: That the Convocation 
have no Right to fit and act, but what they derive from 
the King ; That this Supreme Power over our Convocati- 
ons is lodged in him by the Laws of the Land; That he 
has Exerciſed this Authority at pleaſure ; and that it was | 
never diſputed or denied him before this Reign: And 
“ that his Notion is both novel and falſe, That 12 
« the Convocation, or Provincial Synod, is a Par- g 
e liamentary Body; And that whether the King will | 
permit them to attend or not, the Clergy have a | 
*« Right of Attending, and the Lords and Commons 
* a Right of being attended by them. 

This is the Subſtance of the Diſpute; and if Mr. 4. 
has no Law, no Authorities, no Cuſtom, and no Pre- 
cedents on his ſide, but has all theſe plainly againſt 
him; z. e. If our Laws have inveſted the King with 
the Power of permitting or denying the Convocation 
to ſit when he fees convenient; if all the Authors 
upon this Subject have aſſerted this Right to belong 
to him; and if it has been cuſtomary for all our Kings, 
ever ſince the Reformation, to Exerciſe this Power 
at pleaſure; and if there are Precedents without num- 
ber to juſtify all this, then that Man that denies it, 
or any part of it, can neither be thought a Friend 
to the Government, or to the Peace of the Church 
or Nation. | For 


A 


6 Ibis Oppoſing the K2sSupremacy, great Ingratitude; 
For what Reaſon this Storm is raiſed againſt tie 

| King's Supremacy, and why an Authority, that has 

been quietly fubmitted to for above an hundred and 


fifry Y ears, ſhould be thus clamorouſly diſputed, God 
knows. Has our Excellent Prince given any Occa- 


ſion of Diſtruſt > Has he ſhown himſelf an Enemy 


to our Conſtitution : Or is he upon any Deſigns of 
ruining our Church, and ſubverting our Laws and 
Religion? Or has he uſurped any Privileges that were 
not allowed his Predeceſſors; or ever denied to de- 
fend us, with the hazard of his own Life, from the 
Encroachments of illegal and arbitrary Power? But, 
on the contrary, if in aſſerting our juſt Rights, he 
has been our Great Protector and Deliverer, more than 
any Prince before him; it looks like a piece of Ingra- 
titude not to be parallell d, to declare an open War 
againſt his juſt Rights and Privileges. Let not Po- 
ſterity know, that he that reſtored us to our juſt 


Rights, was ever denied any of thoſe Rights which 


are as truly his. 


Had there been Miſtakes and Contradictions in 


Mr. 4. s Book without number; had all his Hiſto- 
rical Digreſſions been falſe, and his main Argument 
without ſo much as an appearance of Truth; yet 


had he not trampled upon the juſt Authority of the 8 0 


Sovereigs; and had he writ with that Temper that 
became the Cauſe of Religion and rheClergy; and had 
he not treated all thoſe that oppoſed his Principles, 
with the utmoſt Rudeneſs and Contempt; if he had 
not raiſed a difference among his own Order, by his 
unfair Repreſentations, and divided them into Par- 
ties by an unjuſt Claim to the Prince's Power. If 
he had not giyen Offence to thoſe who wiſh well to 

our Religion and Conſtitution , and furniſh'd out 


Materials 


Mr. A. “s Principles Efronehus, &c. 


Materials of Raillery and Diverſion to thoſe who are 
Enemies to both, his Work might have paſs'd for 
the Effect of a miſguided Zeal; and the Sincerity of 
the Deſign might a little have attoned for the Errors 
of the Performance. 

But ſince his Principles are Erroneous, and his 
Management of them Unchriſtian; it is to be hoped, 
that, if he has no Truth, he will have no longer any 
of the Clergy on his ſide. And no doubt but thoſe 
who make our Laws, and defend the Rights of the 


Subject, will alſo take care that the King ſhall not 
be deprived of His. 


Advertiſement. 


Find upon a Review of Mr. J. s Book, I was miſtaken in p. 18. 


I thinking he was fo candid as to omit the Reflection he 
had made upon my Lord of S. for the Reaſon he gave of the 
Clergy's being involved in a Præmunire; for tho his Additions 


were ſilent, it is inſerted in his Book. But in anſwer to it, TI ,, g, 


ſhall only tel! him, that he has cited my Lord's Accounts 
imperfectly: For he no where ſays, (tho' Mr. Z. affirms he 
does) that it was merely fer appearing and making Suits in Car- 
dinal Wolfey's Courts. In other places of his Hiſtory he ſays 
in general, that it was for ſubmitting to his Legatine Authority. 
And I wonder Mr. 4. ſhould be ſo diſingenuous as to 
Jake no notice of this, when in one of his own Citations 
lrom the Biſhop's Hiſtory, there are theſe Words, The 


ne Cardinal Wolley's Legatine Authority: which is the very 
Reaſon Mr. 4. himſelf Afligns. 


I. 


ergy were brought under a Præmunire upon their acknowledg- . 
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